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Parents Protest Elite School’s Seminar on Gays

Fifty Gay & Lesbian Alliance Clubs Exist at NC Schools 
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How would you rate the quality of 
roads in North Carolina?

John William Pope Civitas Institute Poll, January 2006

By PAUL CHESSER
Associate Editor

RALEIGH

Parents of a student who attended 
a taxpayer-funded summer edu-
cational institute are upset that the 

program included, without their prior 
knowledge, a seminar that promoted 
homosexuality.

Jim and Beverly Burrows say their 
son returned home from last year’s 
Governor’s School “confused” about 
homosexuality as a result of the seminar, 
and that they have had to seek family 
counseling. 

“We feel that this was totally inap-
propriate for the students who were 15, 
16, and 17 years old,” the Burrowses 

wrote to officials  at the State Departa-
ment of Public Instruction. “We feel that 
our rights as parents have been violated 
by this program.”

In addition to complaining to 
DPI officials, the Burrowses wrote to 
editors at several newspapers in North 
Carolina. DPI officials have defended 

the seminar, saying it was optional for 
students to attend, as is the Governor’s 
School itself.

The seminar, “The New Gay Teen-
ager,” was based on a book with the same 
name, written by homosexual Cornell 
University professor Ritch Savin-Wil-
liams. The book and the Governor’s 
School seminar discussed whether 
homosexual teen-agers benefit, or are 
harmed, by embracing labels based on 
their sexual orientation. The co-leaders 
of the seminar identified themselves 
as gay, Mrs. Burrows said — which is 
supported by documentation obtained 
by Carolina Journal.

 “We trusted their reputation,” Mrs. 
Burrows said. “It’s supposed to be one of 
the highest honors in the school system, 
to go to the Governor’s School.”

The six-week Governor’s School is 
held every summer, with 400 students 
each at two locations: Salem College in 

Continued as “Parents” Page 2

By PAUL CHESSER
Associate Editor

RALEIGH

The Internet website for the Gay, 
Lesbian, and Straight Education 
Network lists 50 schools in North 

Carolina that have affiliated clubs. Both 
public and private schools are included 
on the list.

The clubs are heavily concentrated 
in the state’s most densely populated 
counties. Six clubs exist in Charlotte-
Mecklenburg public high schools. Ten 
public high schools in Guilford and 

Forsyth counties have GLSEN clubs, ac-
cording to its Web site. And seven Wake 
County high schools have Gay-Straight 
Alliance clubs. New Hanover County 
lists one club, and Buncombe County 
has none listed at GLSEN.

The mission of the national GLSEN 
is “to assure that each member of every 
school community is valued and respect-
ed regardless of sexual orientation or 
gender identity/expression.” The group 
seeks to establish local school chapters 
to foster an atmosphere in which gay 
students don’t suffer verbal or physical 

abuse from their peers.
The national GLSEN Web site in 

2004 issued a report that evaluated each 
state’s laws and policies affecting “safe 
schools” and sexual education. North 
Carolina — as did 41 other states — re-
ceived an “F” grade for gay-friendly 
public education policies. Two states, 
Minnesota and New Jersey, received 
an “A.” Two states — California and 
Vermont — as well as the District of Co-
lumbia, were given a “B” by GLSEN.

North Carolina earned its distinc-
tion, or lack thereof, largely based on the 

fact that the state has no “Safe Schools” 
law, and because its nondiscrimination 
policies do not explicitly include sexual 
orientation or gender identity. The state’s 
hate-crime laws don’t mention those 
designations either.

North Carolina did score its few 
points based on its statewide require-
ment to teach about HIV and sexually 
transmitted diseases, and it scored posi-
tively for having mandatory sex educa-
tion statewide. But it lost 10 points for 
schools that “stigmatize” lesbian, gay, 
bisexual and transgendered people.    CJ

Maintain unannounced
program violated their
rights as parents

“Many topics 

and discus-

sions would 

have to be 
avoided or curtailed ... if po-

tential distress becomes the 

standard by which we approve 

the curriculum.”
Lucy Milner

On-site Director
Governor’s School West
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Winston-Salem (West) and Meredith 
College in Raleigh (East). The “Gay 
Teenager” seminar was conducted at 
the West school.

The residential program draws 
public high school students who are 
approaching their senior years, and who 
are nominated by their high schools’ 
teachers and administrators. Students 
are identified as “intellectually gifted,” 
and the program “integrat(es) academic 
disciplines, the arts, and unique cours-
es….” Students explore “recent ideas and 
concepts in each discipline,” but are not 
tested or graded. No academic credit is 
given for participation.

The Department of Public Instruc-
tion’s Exceptional Children Division 
oversees the Governor’s School. The 
state budget fully funds the program, 
with $1.3 million set aside for it this fiscal 
year. Students are nominated based on 
specific areas of academic or perform-
ing-arts excellence, and pay nothing to 
attend, other than the cost to travel to 
the schools.

Classes and seminars are catego-
rized into three tiers: Areas I, II, and III. 
Area I instructs in the students’ special-
ties, for which they’ve been nominated 
to the school. Area II “explores con-
nections between and among the Area 
I disciplines.” Area III “grounds the 
learning from Areas I and II in students’ 
own personal experience(s), and ap-
plies that understanding to their social 
worlds.”“The New Gay Teenager” was 
categorized as an Area III seminar.

The Burrowses’ complaint

In a letter to State Superintendent 
of Public Instruction June Atkinson, the 
Burrowses alleged, based on a conversa-
tion with their son, that the seminar was 
“pro-homosexual.”

The Burrowses said that they 
should have been informed about what 
the students would be taught and that 
they were not given the opportunity to 
decline the seminar on behalf of their 
son. They also alleged that the staff lead-
ing the seminar had “a pro-homosexual 
agenda.”

The Governor’s School Internet 
Web site lists 88 optional seminars pre-
sented “recently” at the West school, but 
none indicates homosexuality or any 
other controversial subject matter. Some 
seem of limited interest, but the Web site 
says seminars “are very well-attended 
by students and faculty.” Titles of other 
optional seminars include “Famine Re-
lief for Mauritania,” “Buffy the Vampire 
Slayer and Philosophy,” and “Meet Your 
Meat, Part I” and “Part II.”

Lucy Milner, on-site director of 
the Governor’s School West last year, 
estimated that about half the students 
and faculty attended “The New Gay 
Teenager” seminar.

The Burrowses also complained 

that the seminar was the last optional 
one conducted at the school, two days 
before the closing ceremonies. It also 
was the only seminar scheduled for its 
time slot, whereas in most other cases 
students had more than one to choose 
from. The Burrowses suspect the sched-
uling was intentional, meant to leave a 
lasting impression on the students.

The seminar was not placed on the 
schedule until the end of the fifth week, 
after Milner said she was approached 
by faculty who said students had been 
discussing the issue. Seminars are 
regularly scheduled during the school 
session based upon topics that arise in 
class discussions.

The Burrowses also said the two 
staff members who led the seminar were 
both homosexuals who encouraged the 
students to remain active in promoting 
the issue. They said both instructors 
encouraged students to start gay and 
lesbian clubs at their schools after the 
students returned to their homes. The 
Burrowses also alleged that students 
were “taught in their classes to ques-
tion and not (emphasis, the Burrowses’) 
believe what they had been taught by 
their parents all these years.” They said 
their son was told that the Bible was not 
true, was filled with inconsistencies, and 
did not apply to society today.

“After finding out what this pro-
gram was really about,” the Burrowses 
wrote to Atkinson, “we totally regret 
sending our son to [the Governor’s 
School]. However, the damage…has 
been done.”

 ‘The New Gay Teenager’

 Savin-Williams’s book is the most 
recent in a series based on a similar 
theme: homosexual youth. Other titles 
include …And Then I Became Gay: Young 

Men’s Stories; Lives of Lesbians, Gays, and 
Bisexuals: Children to Adults; Mom, Dad, 
I’m Gay: How Families Negotiate Coming 
Out; and Gay and Lesbian Youth: Expres-
sions of Identity.

The New Gay Teenager focuses on 
the categorization of human identities 
based on sexual orientation. Savin-
Williams concludes that teen-agers are 
increasingly disregarding labels such as 
“gay,” because they find it too limiting 
to describe their sexual attractions. He 
favors broader, more ambiguous terms 
in which teens can feel normal.

“Regardless of gender of person 
and partner, if an early sexual contact 
is not abusive or coercive, then it likely 
has a positive impact on adolescent and 
adult sexual arousal, pleasure, satisfac-
tion, and acceptance of various sexual 
behaviors for self and others,” Savin-
Williams wrote.

He says teens with same-sex at-
tractions are shedding the image that 
they are traumatized.

“The standard image of gay youth 
presented by mental health researchers 
— as depressed, isolated, drug-depen-
dent, even suicidal — may have been 
exaggerated even 20 years ago, and is 
far from accurate today,” says a Har-
vard University Press promotion for 
the book.

“The New Gay Teenager gives us a 
refreshing and frequently controversial 
introduction to confident, competent, 
upbeat teenagers with same-sex desires, 
who worry more about the chemistry 
test or their curfew than they do about 
their sexuality.”

“At last I can hope that contempo-
rary teenagers are bringing the sexual 
identity era to a close,” Savin-Williams 
wrote in the book’s preface. “I celebrate 

Continued from Page 1

Continued as “Gay Seminar” on Page 3
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Gay Seminar at Governor’s School Causes Concern
this development, because my lifetime 
professional dream — that homosexu-
ality will be eliminated as a defining 
characteristic of adolescents, a way of 
cutting and isolating, of separating and 
discriminating — is within reach.”

The Governor’s School seminar 
inspired at least one of the students 
— the Burrowses’ son — to purchase 
the book, which his parents promptly 
returned.

Governor’s School defends
Atkinson promised the Burrowses, 

in a letter dated Sept. 23, 2005, that the 
Exceptional Children Division would 
examine the courses and instructional 
practices of the Governor’s School. On 
Nov. 3 the Burrowses were sent a let-
ter from Mary Watson, director of the 
division, who defended the school’s 
decision to conduct the seminar. Her 
letter contained a lengthy memo from 
on-site Director Lucy Milner, addressing 
the Burrowses’ concerns and explaining 
her decision to allow the seminar.

Milner declined to be interviewed 
by CJ, citing time constraints. Watson, 
according to a spokeswoman for the 
Department of Public Instruction, did 
not want to be interviewed.

After reviewing Milner’s explana-
tion, Watson said the decision to allow 
the seminar “was not made lightly and 
certainly was not made with the aim of 
proselytizing students….”

But Watson did imply that such 
decisions would be considered more 
carefully in the future. 

“Your sharing of concerns has pro-
duced a heightened awareness among 
the faculty and staff at the school,” 
Watson wrote to the Burrowses.

Milner wrote in her explanation 
that the “Gay Teenager” seminar was 
one of 91 optional choices, “about four 
each day, six days a week.”

“These seminars allow students to 
encounter new ideas in fields outside 
their Area I disciplines…,” Milner wrote. 
“We believe this program has brought 
great intellectual energy and breadth to 
students….”

Milner said that when seminars 
are proposed, she is “especially aware 
of sensitive issues” and tries “to be par-
ticularly thorough in vetting them.”

“Because the seminars’ subject 
matter — which ranges from the micro-
biology of cells to the physics of dance 
to the surprising sounds of serious new 
music — is at the forefront of knowl-
edge, the presenters are exploring new 
ideas along with the students,” Milner 
wrote.

She said she explained to Mrs. 
Burrows in a phone conversation that 
the “Gay Teenager” seminar combined 
“the analytical with the personal — the 
quality that often makes this part of 
the total [Governor’s School] program 
memorable.”

Milner explained that the seminar 
discussed “an approach to the issue 
of homosexuality that was based on 
research and reasoned extrapolation,” 
which through presenters gave “an 
opportunity to refract that knowledge 
through personal lens and then, in re-
verse, to refract the personal through the 
objective.” She said faculty who attended 
the seminar were “encouraged” about 
the session, and “were emphatic that no 
one attending could have thought the 
seminar was attempting to proselytize 
or to brainwash students or to promote 
a gay rights agenda on impressionable 
young people….”

“It responded to a need for ad-
ditional factual, neutral information 
about this highly sensitive issue,” Milner 
wrote.

She said the focus of the Gover-
nor’s School is to address contemporary 
ideas “at the forefront of 21st century 
academic and cultural life.”

“An experienced faculty member 
who has been at the [Governor’s School] 
…for all but four of its 43 years, has 
observed that this issue’s sudden impor-
tance to students now is similar to what 
racial integration was to the generation 
of our school’s founding in 1963 or issues 
of war and peace and civil disobedience 
were ten years later,” Milner wrote.

While she regretted the turmoil 
that the seminar caused for the Burrows 
family, Milner said avoiding certain 
issues could hinder the mission of the 
Governor’s School.

“Many topics and discussions 
would have to be avoided or curtailed…
if potential personal distress becomes 
the standard by which we approve the 
curriculum,” Milner wrote. “I want us 
always to be sensitive to families and 
their children and responsive to their 
concerns, but this sensitivity cannot 
paralyze us.”

Milner also denied that the seminar 
undermined any religious beliefs, and 
suggested that such ideas may have been 
discussed among students  — not in 
classes. As for correspondence between 
the Burrowses’ son and the faculty mem-
bers who led the “Gay Teenager” semi-
nar, Milner said the teachers responded 
to inquiries made by the student. She 
said one staff member, a 19-year-old male 
office assistant, who led the seminar “did 
not initiate the correspondence” and, 
after reviewing e-mails, Milner found 
that “this young staff member acted 
appropriately, responsibly, maturely, 

and without self-interest.”
Milner, addressing the Burrowses’ 

complaint about the failure to provide 
prior notification to parents about the 
seminar, said informing parents about 
the Governor’s School’s activities “is a 
challenge we have addressed over the 
years.” She cited informational efforts 
that included: the school’s Web site; 
visits by staff to schools throughout the 
state, explaining the Governor’s School; 
expansion of the Student Handbook; 
invitations to Parents’ Day during the 
session; opening classes, performances 
and seminars for parental observation; 
requiring parental permission for stu-
dents to attend the school’s film series; 
addresses by Milner at the beginning 
and end of the session; and a mid-ses-
sion letter sent to parents explaining the 
progress of the school. However, none of 
those efforts apparently indicated that 
discussions of homosexuality issues 
were going on at the school, a factor 
which ultimately triggered the “Gay 
Teenager” seminar.

“It is critical to remember, how-
ever, that the troubling seminar was 
optional within the Governor’s School 
which is itself optional,” Milner wrote . 
Nevertheless, she added that the school 
resolved to better describe the program 
to parents in advance.

“I genuinely feel for this family 
and have wrestled with the [Governor’s 
School]’s role in their distress,” Milner 
wrote, “but I cannot say that I and my 
faculty were wrong in our belief that the 
seminar was appropriate to the purposes 
and aims of the school as a whole.”

Milner said she knew the issue of 
sexual orientation had become a grow-
ing part of discussions at the school as 
well, prior to the seminar.

“I feel deep compassion for the 
Burrows family and what they are pres-
ently enduring,” Milner wrote. “But my 
allegiance to the Governor’s School as a 
whole — what it stands for, what it has 
been in the lives of so many, and what 
it continues to aspire to be — remains 
paramount.”

The teachers and an ‘agenda’
One instructor of “The New Gay 

Teenager” seminar was Wesley Nemenz 
— the 19-year-old “office assistant” for 
the Governor’s School. The Burrowses 
said Nemenz had contact with their son, 
“trying to convince him to start a ‘Gay & 
Lesbian’ club at his high school.”

The other instructor, Susan Wise-
man, is a Winston-Salem educator in 
social sciences. She is listed as a youth 
coordinator for the Parents, Families, 
and Friends of Lesbians and Gays 
(PFLAG)-Winston-Salem.

Nemenz declined to be interviewed 
when reached by CJ. Wiseman’s phone 
number had been disconnected.

A handout for the seminar ex-
plained how “gay adolescence” pro-
gressed from the 1970s until now. It 
defined sexual orientation as “the pre-
ponderance of erotic feelings, thoughts, 
and fantasies one has for members of a 
particular sex, both sexes, or neither sex.” 
Sexual identity was defined as “a socially 
recognized label that names sexual feel-
ings, attraction, and behavior.”

The handout, based on Savin-
Williams’s book, said although there is 
a way to identify people, it is impossible 
to quantify them. 

While Milner and Watson denied 
any agenda at the Governor’s School, 
Nemenz expressed a different view.

“To lump every distinct, individual 
faculty member together and say that 
they had a collective ‘agenda’ is abso-
lutely ridiculous,” Nemenz wrote in a 
Governor’s School message board on the 
MySpace Internet Web site. But he said 
as individuals, “we all have agendas. It is 
my personal belief that [the Governor’s 
School] is only an enabler for you to 
create your own agenda.

“In doing the New Gay Teenager 
seminar, my ‘agenda’ was to shed light 
on an interesting way of looking at 
sexuality and to talk about my personal 
experience. … I believe my agenda suc-
ceeded. And I believe that people are 
better off for it. I could be wrong … but 
it’s my agenda and I’ll tout it if I want 
to. We all have our agendas.”

In many postings on MySpace, 
both on the Governor’s School board and 
Nemenz’s personal Web site, several stu-
dents vigorously supported the program 
and were taken aback by the criticism of 
the “Gay Teenager” seminar. 

But some students’ postings 
revealed that parents other than the 
Burrowses were unhappy with the influ-
ence on their children. One Knightdale 
teen-ager said she told her mother about 
the controversy, expecting her to agree 
with her. Instead, the mother agreed 
with the Burrowses.

“Never before has she expressed 
this kind of hostility towards the changes 
I went through this summer,” the teen 
wrote. “I thought she was happy for me, 
but obviously not.”

Another teenager, from Cary, also 
revealed her parents’ dissatisfaction. 
“My mom actually told me a while ago 
that she doesn’t want me talking to those 
Governor’s School kids because ‘they’re 
not a good influence’ and she doesn’t 
approve,” she wrote. 

“My dad once took away my phone 
because he thought I had been talking 
to ya’ll too much.”                               CJ

“At last I can hope that contem-

porary teenagers are bringing the 

sexual identity era to a close.”

Ritch C. Savin-Williams
Professor, Cornell University

Author of The New Gay Teenager

Continued from Page 2
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Salisbury Attorney Calls for Repeal of State Gas-Tax Increase

State House Begins Post-Kelo Review of Eminent Domain

Web site is stopthegastax.com

By MITCH KOKAI
Associate Editor

RALEIGH

North Carolinians are “learning 
there’s no such thing as trust in 
the Highway Trust Fund,” said 

Bill Graham, chairman of North Carolina 
Conservatives United, at a press confer-
ence Jan. 4. As a result, he said, support 
is growing for the repeal of a recent 
increase in the state’s gas tax.

More than 22,000 North Carolin-
ians have signed an online petition call-
ing on the General Assembly to repeal 
the tax. “We’re getting on average about 
750 to 1,000 a day,” Graham said. His 
group is overseeing the petition drive at 
the website stopthegastaxhike.com.

“This hurts people in their pock-
etbook, and I don’t think the leadership 
up here understands that,” Graham told 
reporters in the state Legislative Build-
ing less than 24 hours before the first 
meeting of a new Joint Select Committee 
on Energy and Fuel Costs. That group 
will make recommendations to the full 
General Assembly.

“I hope what comes out of the 
meeting is a recognition that there is 
grass-roots support for repeal of this 
tax,” Graham said, “and that they take 
some action to recommend to their lead-
ership — in the back room, front room, 
or otherwise — to call a special session.” 
Lawmakers would need a special session 
to repeal the tax increase.

Graham said the online campaign 
started in mid-December and will con-
tinue until lawmakers roll back the tax. 
“If you’re the individual paying the tax 
or a business paying the tax, you feel 
like you’re getting socked between the 
eyes,” Graham said.

The state’s gas tax climbed by 2.8 
cents Jan. 1, giving North Carolina a total 
gas tax of 29.9 cents per gallon. “The fifth-

highest tax in 
the country is 
now upon us,” 
Graham said, 
“and we drive 
on some of the 
worst roads in 
the country.”

A d j u s t -
ing the gas 
tax to match 
changes in the 
wholesale price 
of gasoline is 
a provision of 
the 1989 law 
that created 
the Highway 
Trust Fund, the 
state’s fund for 
high-priority 
road projects. It 
allows such tax 
increases twice 
a year when the 
average whole-
sale gas price climbs.

Graham says he and his colleagues 
want more than a repeal of the latest gas 
tax increase. “I want them to go back and 
look at the formula that we’re using, and 
then look forward to what could happen 
to the driver in this state,” he said.

Graham offered no specifics about 
the structure of a new gas tax, but he 
questioned the legislature’s decision 
to shift money out of North Carolina’s 
Highway Trust Fund to pay for other 
projects. Hundreds of millions of dollars 
have over time — and continue to be 
— used for nontransportation purposes 
even as the state faces tens of billions of 
dollars in unfunded highway needs over 
the next 25 years.

“People are learning that there’s 
no such thing as trust in the Highway 

Trust Fund,” 
Graham said. 
“This has got to 
stop. Over the 
last four years, 
more than $1 
billion has been 
taken out of the 
Highway Trust 
Fund and spent 
for purposes 
other than good 
roads.”

D e s p i t e 
obvious needs, 
the trust fund 
represents a 
large pot of 
money that can 
be drawn upon 
to close state 
budget short-
falls whenever 
they occur. In 
fiscal 2002-03, 
Gov. Mike Eas-

ley ordered transfers from the trust fund 
to the General Fund increased to $377.4 
million. Since then, transfers have been 
running about $250 million per year. 
This amounts to nearly one-fourth of the 
funds expenditures — and more money 
than the state spends on urban loops 
($191 million in fiscal 2005-06).

North Carolina’s last major over-
haul of its transportation program oc-
curred in 1989. In that year, the General 
Assembly created the Highway Trust 
Fund.

The trust fund uses revenues from 
higher gasoline and other taxes for 
specially designated highway projects. 
These include originally seven (now 10) 
interstate-quality loop projects around 
the state’s major cities and 31 intrastate 
highway projects. Some of the extra tax 

revenues also go to fund paving dirt 
roads and to fund the streets systems 
of the state’s cities and towns.

One element of the act was a pro-
vision that the gasoline tax would vary 
with the price of gasoline. The tax formu-
la is 17.5 cents per gallon plus 7 percent 
of the wholesale price of gasoline. The 
tax rate is adjusted twice a year.

While the Highway Trust Fund 
is among the state’s primary highway 
programs, one of its largest expenditures 
has nothing to do with transportation: 
It’s a transfer to the state’s General Fund. 
The law creating the trust fund also 
specified that $170 million a year go to 
the General Fund.

The current situation has prompt-
ed calls for changes in state policy. A 
panel appointed by the legislature to 
study the transportation needs of the 
state’s urban areas released a report in 
December that called for ending trans-
fers from the Highway Trust Fund to 
the General Fund.

A group of legislators, meanwhile, 
has called for the legislature to return to 
session and provide relief for families 
struggling to cope with high energy 
prices by eliminating the gasoline tax 
increase. Easley, however, has refused 
to do so.

Graham said North Carolina Con-
servatives United is just a few weeks old. 
The Raleigh-based political consulting 
firm Fetzer Stephens issued the group’s 
news release Jan. 4.

Graham says he hopes the peti-
tion drive will force state lawmakers 
to act. “We’re heading down the road 
— no pun intended — to having the 
highest gas tax in the country, and it 
will happen to us very soon,” Graham 
said. “Someone’s got to say you’re tax-
ing the people to death. It’s not OK, and 
enough is enough.”                         CJ

By MITCH KOKAI
Associate Editor

RALEIGH

A new N.C. House committee, 
reacting to a U.S. Supreme 
Court ruling in June 2005 that 

approved a Connecticut local govern-
ment’s seizing of one person’s private 
property to give it to another person, 
began work last month reviewing the 
scope and breadth of North Carolina’s 
eminent-domain statutes.

“We need to understand where 
we are and work together and see what, 
if anything, we need to do,” said Rep. 
Wilma Sherrill, R-Buncombe, who co-
chairs the new House Select Committee 
on Eminent Domain Powers. “I’ll start 
out saying I’m not sure we’ve got to 
change the Constitution, or we’ve got 
to do this and this and this.”

House Speaker Jim Black, D-Meck-
lenburg, appointed Sherrill and 10 other 
House members to look at North Caro-
lina’s laws governing eminent domain. 
They will review the state’s rules in light 
of the U.S. Supreme Court decision in 
Kelo v. New London. In June, the court 
ruled, 5-4, that a local government in 
Connecticut could seize private property 
for an economic development project 
involving a private developer.

North Carolina’s restrictions on 
eminent domain are different from those 
in Connecticut. “The more I learn, the 
more I realize it is very complicated,” 
Sherrill said. “But I do think there’s 
some statutes that we need to look at 
and we need to talk about and we need 
to maybe tweak.”

The committee started work with 
a review of current law. Legislative re-

search staff attorney Steve Rose remind-
ed the committee that eminent domain 
has a long history. “In the common law, 
the sovereign has the right of eminent 
domain,” Rose said. “It’s a historical 
doctrine that goes back way before the 
creation of this country. Constitutional 
provisions…are there not to grant the 
right of eminent domain, but to limit 
the right of eminent domain.”

Rose outlined the Supreme Court’s 
reasoning in the Kelo case. He said the 
court’s majority agreed that the local 
government had taken private prop-
erty for a “public use.” The public-use 
standard is tied to protections guaran-
teed by the U.S. Constitution’s Fifth 
Amendment. Rose also noted the main 
dissent by Justice Sandra Day O’Connor. 
“What she said in the dissent was that 
this use of private property crossed the 

line of public use,” Rose said. “There 
was nothing wrong with this property. 
This property was not injurious to the 
health, safety and welfare of the com-
munity where it sat.

“It was a factor of this property 
being able to be used for a higher use 
which would eventually benefit the 
entire city,” Rose said. “What she said 
is if you cross that line of public use, 
then almost anyone’s property is subject 
to condemnation by the government 
because there are very few instances 
where the property could not be put to 
a higher use.”

The select committee could make 
recommendations to the full General 
Assembly this spring. If lawmakers 
hope to add new protections to the state 
Constitution, the issue would go before 
voters in a statewide referendum.         CJ

Salisbury attorney Bill Graham at a Jan. 4 press 
conference calling for gas tax repeal (Photo by 
Don Carrington)
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Federal Grand Jury Indicts Ferry Division Director Jerry Gaskill
By DON CARRINGTON
Executive Editor

RALEIGH

A federal grand jury in Raleigh 
indicted N.C. Department of 
Transportation Ferry Division 

Director Jerry Gaskill, 63, of Cedar Island 
Jan. 18 for activities associated with 
the state’s illegal efforts to establish a 
passenger ferry service across the Cur-
rituck Sound.

The indictment charged Gaskill 
with conspiracy to violate the Clean 
Water Act and the Rivers and Harbor 
Act, actual violations of both acts, and 
with making material false statements 
about those activities.

The indictment alleged that Gaskill 
and another unidentified person agreed 
in January 2004 to force Ferry Division 
workboats into the Corolla basin in order 
to create a deeper channel, knowing that 
no permits had been obtained for such 
an activity. The indictment then alleged 
that on May 6 and May 7, 2004 Gaskill 
and others carried out that operation to 
“prop wash” the channel with boat pro-
pellers. The indictment further alleged 
that on June 25, 2004 Gaskill signed a 
written false statement claiming creation 
of the channel was unintentional and 
submitted that statement to the U.S. 
Army Corps of Engineers.

Four other Ferry Division employ-
ees—Billy R. Moore, Herbert F. O’Neal, 
Douglas A. Bateman, and Stephen G. 
Smith—late last year pleaded guilty to 
charges in connection with the dredg-
ing incident.

Moore, 60, of Grantsboro, pleaded 
guilty Dec. 15, according to court re-
cords. As dredge and field maintenance 
superintendent, he committed a felony 
by ordering workers to prop wash the 
channel in the sound even though he 
knew the permit had not been issued. 
One of the charges could bring Moore 

up to three years in prison.
The channel, which created a berm 

and a navigational hazard, was about 730 
feet long, four to five feet deep, and 120 
feet across at the widest point.

Moore pleaded guilty to the 
charges after he had entered a plea 
agreement with U.S. Attorney Frank D. 
Whitney. Moore was project manager for 
the channel, which was to be used by a 
new ferry service from the Currituck 
mainland to Corolla.

Two other dredge crew workers, 
O’Neal and Bateman, pleaded guilty 
Nov. 21 to misdemeanor charges in 
federal court in Elizabeth City. All of 
the men were convicted of violating the 
U.S. Clean Water Act and the Rivers and 
Harbors Act of 1899.

After being questioned by the 
Corps of Engineers about the dredging, 
Moore lied when he said the channel was 

created by accident, the U.S. Attorney’s 
Office said. Moore also told another 
person to create a false statement to the 
Corps about the dredging.

As superintendent, Moore was 
responsible for making all day-to-day 
decisions for dredge and maintenance 
projects to which he was assigned, and 
for the N.C. Department of Transporta-
tion’s compliance with permits issued 
under the Rivers and Harbor Act and 
the Clean Water Act.

If convicted 
of the most se-
r ious  o ffense , 
Gaskill could re-
ceive a maximum 
sentence of five 
years in prison, a 
$250,000 fine, and 
three years of su-
pervised release. 
An indictment is 
only a charge and 
is not evidence of 
guilt. A trial date 
has not been set.

Previous sto-
ries by Carolina 
Journal revealed 
the new ferry ser-
vice faced several obstacles. Plans for 
the project were initiated soon after the 
Currituck County Board of Commis-
sioners asked state Senate President Pro 
Tem Marc Basnight in July 2002 to help 
establish a ferry service to transport 
about 40 school children from the Outer 
Banks to the mainland.

Although proponents of the ferry 
said it was needed for schoolchildren, 
documents suggest that the service was 
intended to transport resort workers 
and tourists. Students had been attend-
ing Dare County schools on the Outer 
Banks.

The 2002 budget bill ordered 
DOT to do a feasibility study. Gaskill 
conducted a study and submitted it to 
the General Assembly in May 2003. The 

proposed route would be about 12 miles 
across the shallow Currituck Sound from 
the Currituck community to the Corolla 
community.

“The proposed ferry service is fea-
sible, assuming the appropriate permits 
can be obtained,” Gaskill concluded in 
the study.

But he failed to address two previ-
ous unsuccessful attempts by Currituck 
County to obtain a dredging permit for 
the shallow Corolla location. State and 
federal environmental agencies had 
ruled that the area was a sensitive marine 
habitat that needed to be protected. At 
the time of the illegal dredging, neither 
DOT nor Currituck County had applied 
for a permit.

After the illegal dredging became 
public, the project stalled. Then in May 
2005, frustrated with the lack of prog-
ress, Basnight called a meeting of all the 
state agencies involved in the project. 
The group arrived at a plan to build an 
1,800-foot pier that would reach into 
deeper water.

That plan was scrapped after news 
organizations raised concerns about the 
safety of the schoolchildren. The latest 
plan to build a 500-foot pier in a different 
location is on hold.

The student situation has also 
changed dramatically. After the students 
were barred from Dare schools and 
forced to take a long bus ride to reach 
the Currituck mainland, parents made 
other schooling arrangements, leav-

ing only one child 
making the bus 
trip this year.

The 49-per-
son, 50-foot pon-
toon boat ordered 
for service was de-
livered in August 
2004 to the State 
Shipyard in Manns 
Harbor. The Virgin-
ian-Pilot recently 
reported that the 
Coast Guard ruled 
that the boat is not 
fit to run across the 
sound and DOT 
is considering up-
grading the boat 

or selling it.
The newspaper said Gaskill 

claimed the pontoon boat was not built 
to the state’s specifications.

CJ placed calls seeking comment 
on the indictment to Gaskill and DOT’s 
public information office, but no calls 
were returned. An email request to Gov. 
Mike Easley’s office seeking comment 
was also not answered.

Nancy Dunn of Winston-Salem, the 
chairwomen of the DOT committee over-
seeing the Ferry Division was reached 
by phone. She said the indictment was 
only a charge and that Gaskill was in-
nocent until proven guilty or pleading 
guilty. She would not comment further 
on the matter.                                      CJ

The ill-fated ferry that was to have been used to ferry school children across Currituck 
Sound until it was determined the water was too shallow (Photo by Don Carrington)

The plan was scrapped 

after news organizations 

raised concerns about 

the safety of the school-

children. The latest plan 

to build a 500-foot pieer 

in a different location is 

on hold.
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NC Delegation Watch ‘Raid’ or ‘diversion’?

Highway Trust Fund Money Used ElsewhereSparta gets more help

The tiny Alleghany County 
town of Sparta got state appropria-
tions of $400,000 and a contribution 
from Golden LEAF for its teapot 
museum last year. Now Rep. Vir-
ginia Foxx, R-10th, has helped 
secure $4 million for the develop-
ment of military equipment at the 
Martin Marietta Composites plant 
in Sparta. The funding, which 
was included in the 2006 Defense 
Appropriations Act Conference 
Report, would bring at least 18 to 
24 new jobs to Alleghany County, 
Foxx said in a press release.

The plant would use the 
money to develop a lightweight 
composite trailer chassis, which 
will help soldiers by revolutioniz-
ing the way the Army can transport 
equipment and cargo. “This project 
meets two of my highest priorities,” 
Foxx said. “It gives our men and 
women in uniform the best pos-
sible equipment and brings jobs to 
Alleghany County.”

Price, Miller keep it up

Reps. David Price, D-4th, and 
Brad Miller, D-13th, sharp critics 
of President Bush over the war in 
Iraq, were dissatisfied with a reso-
lution passed by the House after 
Iraqis voted Dec. 15 in their historic 
parliamentary elections. Price and 
Miller sought to introduce their 
own resolution, which included 
a timetable for the withdrawal of 
U.S. troops, but they were unable 
to get it considered.

“Mr. Speaker, the Republican 
leadership’s resolution turns the 
Iraqi elections…from a point of 
pride to a point of partisanship.

“We could have offered a 
measure that congratulated the 
Iraqi people on a successful elec-
tion. Or we might have put forward 
a substitute, similar to one that 
passed resoundingly in the Sen-
ate, that would have required the 
President at last to submit a detailed 
plan for phasing out the occupation. 
The leadership refused to let us do 
either, opting instead for a measure 
that divides and distracts.

“This resolution is deeply 
flawed. It rejects a plan for bringing 
our troops home, it fails to empower 
the Iraqis to take charge of their 
own future, and it blindly adopts 
the vague formula the President 
has repeatedly put forth: ‘as they 
stand up, we stand down.’ 

As we’ve come to know very 
well from this ‘mission accom-
plished’ president, catchy slogans 
do not make effective foreign 
policy.”                                            CJ

By MIKE ROUSE
Contributing Editor

LAGRANGE

Dan Wise says nobody has been 
killed at the intersection on 
U.S. 70 near his business since 

the N.C. Department of Transportation 
restricted turns there a couple of years 
ago. For that reason, he doesn’t complain 
about the inconvenience.

Wise has an auto dealership at the 
junction. The scream of sirens used to be 
commonplace, and Wise could see the 
ambulances and smashed cars from his 
showroom.

DOT lacked money for a fancy 
solution, such as an overpass. There 
are plans for a four-lane, limited-access 
cut-through that would speed traffic 
around Goldsboro and eliminate deadly 
intersections such as the one near Wise’s 
business. But the money for that won’t 
be available in the Highway Trust Fund 
for years.

Ask 10 people in eastern North 
Carolina what should be done about 
congested U.S. 70, and you will get at 
least 11 different opinions. All would 
require money from the trust fund.

One suggestion you won’t hear 
is stoplights. They are relatively cheap, 
but there is already an average of one 
stoplight every two miles on the 135-mile 
stretch from Raleigh to Morehead City. 
And sometimes, when motorists are 
cruising along at 60 mph and approach 
a light unexpectedly, the stop can add to 
the danger rather than diminish it.

So until the Highway Trust Fund 
is flush enough to afford a better solu-
tion, drivers approaching the Dan Wise 
intersection from north or south cannot 
turn left. Those wishing to go left must 
instead turn right, buzz down U.S. 70 
for a bit, and turn around.

That is one way the state’s dearth 
of road money might nettle you if you 
live at LaGrange. Traffic jams in this 
town of 2,800 are not a concern as they 
are in the more populated areas. Still, 
LaGrange folks and city folks share a 
common desire for which they are de-
pendent on the Highway Trust Fund: to 
be able to drive to a given destination in 
the shortest and safest way.

The trust fund is fueled mainly by 
North Carolina’s tax on gasoline, which 
is 29.9 cents a gallon. It increased by 2.8 
cents last month because state law trig-
gers tax increases as gas prices go up, and 
prices last year were the highest ever.

There was talk of a special legisla-
tive session to roll back the increase. But 
when a special legislative committee met 
in early January, Gov. Mike Easley, House 
Speaker Jim Black, and Senate President 
Pro Tem Marc Basnight didn’t want to.

They say that while motorists are 
having to pay too much for gas, the 3-
cent addition to the state tax is negligible. 
Instead of rolling it back, they appointed 

a committee to study the situation.
Basnight and Black sent a letter 

to North Carolina’s 12 members of 
the U.S. House and two U.S. senators. 
It infuriated U.S. Rep. Sue Myrick, a 
Charlotte Republican who is a member 
of the House Energy and Commerce 
Committee.

The letter complained about the 
high prices of gasoline and home-heat-
ing fuel, and it charged that the federal 
government “has not adequately funded 
its heating assistance program to help 
some of our most vulnerable citizens 
stay warm through the winter. Nor has 
Congress taken action to lower gasoline 
prices or provide relief to consumers in 
these times of record oil profit margins 
...”

Ms. Myrick dispatched a reply that 
blamed Easley and the Democrat-con-
trolled General Assembly for “raiding” 
the state’s Highway Trust Fund, making 
a high state gasoline tax necessary.

Whether or not taxpayers would 
call it raiding, the legislature has indeed 
been dipping into the road fund and put-
ting some of its money into the state’s 
general fund for other expenses.

As Ms. Myrick noted, the trust fund 
was established under then-Gov. Jim 
Martin, a Republican, in 1989. Revenues 
from the gasoline tax and some other 
revenues were supposed to go there, 
and the fund was to be used mainly to 
build and maintain roads.

“Yet, under your watch,” Ms. 
Myrick wrote to Black and Basnight, “the 
General Assembly raided the Trust Fund, 
took monies promised for roads, and 
spent it on personal pork projects to help 
build personal fiefdoms of power.”

The congresswoman then listed 
year-by-year amounts that had been 
spent for other purposes. They totaled 
more than $600 million from 2001 to 
2005.

In fact, however, it was even more. 

Michael Lowery, who keeps tabs on the 
fund for the John Locke Foundation, 
gives these numbers:

* Fiscal years 1992 to 2002 — $170 
million per year.

* Fiscal  year 2003 — $377 mil-
lion.

* Each year since — about $250 
million.

Ms. Myrick told the legislative 
leaders that this was why North Car-
olina’s roads are underfunded. “If you 
had not spent this money ... you would 
not have felt you needed to raise gas 
taxes on the people of North Carolina,” 
she wrote.

Black, also from Mecklenberg 
County, said Ms. Myrick must have been 
having a bad day.

As for the trust fund, he said, the 
law that created it stipulated that a por-
tion of the money would go back to the 
General Fund for spending on programs 
not related to transportation. So, he said, 
it isn’t “raiding” when the legislature 
removes some of the money.

He said Ms. Myrick had refused 
“to ask the oil and gas companies to 
reduce their record breaking profits so 
consumers can get some relief from high 
gas and heating fuel price.”

Basnight said it was too bad “that 
Congresswoman Myrick is unwilling to 
help provide meaningful cost relief for 
consumers of North Carolina ...”

The letter from Basnight and 
Black reached Ms. Myrick as she and 
other members of the energy committee 
bathed in euphoria over a year in which 
two significant pieces of their legislation 
had progressed.

One, the Energy Policy Act of 
2005, was signed into law in August. 
The other, the Gasoline for America’s 
Security Act of 2005, has been passed by 
the House and is pending in the Senate. 
Mainly they address the supply and 
price of gasoline.                                CJ

This intersection on U.S. 70 in Lagrange, site of many wrecks and fatalities in the past, 
is one of many dangerous sites that could have benefited from diverted Highway Trust 
Fund money (Submitted photo) 



�C A R O L I N A

JOURNAL CJ Interview
February 2006

Christine Mumma: Studying and Preventing Wrongful Convictions 
By CAROLINA JOURNAL STAFF

RALEIGH

Christine Mumma is the executive 
director of the North Carolina 
Actual Innocence Commission, 

which was created to help restore public 
faith in the court system. She recently 
discussed the issue of wrongful con-
victions with Carolina Journal’s Donna 
Martinez.

Martinez: There’s the case of Dar-
ryl Hunt, and we’ve also heard about 
Alan Gell. They are really troubling. 
Regardless of one’s politics or ideology, 
no one wants an innocent person to be 
imprisoned. It’s also true that we hear 
a lot of claims from convicted felons, 
claiming that they are innocent. How 
many real cases of wrongful conviction 
do we know of in this state?

Mumma: Well, as you mentioned, 
Darryl Hunt, Alan Gell — we’ve also 
had Terence Garner, Ronald Cotton. So 
we have some history of strong cases of 
wrongful conviction that people spent 
10, 15 — in Darryl Hunt’s case, 18 years 
in prison — for a crime they did not 
commit, so we certainly know that it 
happens. How often it happens? There’s 
been all kinds of estimates on that, from 
5 percent, down to a tenth of a percent, 
but regardless of how often it happens, 
it does happen. So the question is, what 
can we do to prevent it?

Martinez: Now with the advent of 
more sophisticated scientific analysis, 
primarily DNA — we’ve all heard about 
that — are there now more convicted 
people claiming that they’re innocent 
in the hopes that DNA will prove that? 
Or, has that [DNA] had any effect on 
this whole question at all?

Mumma: I don’t think it increases 
the number of people who claim that 
they’re innocent for the crime they were 
convicted of. We always have a large 
number of people. Everybody hears 
people say, “Everybody who’s in prison 
says they’re innocent,” and that’s always 
been the case. DNA, though, has proven 
to us that it does happen, and has turned 
even the greatest skeptics on the issue to 
believers that it does happen, because 
it’s conclusive proof of innocence in 
many cases.

Martinez: Tell us briefly about the 
Actual Innocence Commission. What is 
it, and why was it created?

Mumma: It was created by Chief 
Justice I. Beverly Lake in November 2002 
because we had some highly publicized 
cases of wrongful conviction — Terence 
Garner and Ronald Cotton in particular 
at that point. Alan Gell and Darryl Hunt 
actually happened after the commission 
was established. It was established by 
the chief justice because of his concern 
regarding public confidence in the court 

system, and exonera-
tion is absolutely one of 
the most deteriorating 
factors in confidence in 
the courts. The public 
hears that someone 
has been wrongfully 
convicted, and not only 
that, but the true perpe-
trator has been out on 
the streets, committing 
additional crimes.

Martinez: Cer-
tainly that’s equally as 
troubling.

Mumma: Abso-
lutely. So the commis-
sion is a group of about 30 members right 
now that covers the full perspective of 
the criminal justice system. It includes 
law enforcement, district attorneys, de-
fense attorneys, judges, representatives 
from the attorney 
general’s office, 
and victim advo-
cates. And, we look 
at the causation 
issues in wrongful 
convictions in try-
ing to determine 
whether there are 
procedural process 
changes that can 
be implemented to 
decrease the chance 
of a wrongful con-
viction — increase 
the reliability.

Martinez: Now, the commission 
recently completed a yearlong study of 
the judicial system in trying to determine 
how prevalent this is, or if there need to 
be changes in procedures. What are the 
recommendations?

Mumma: Well, the recommenda-
tions really came from the fact — looking 
at a case like Darryl Hunt — where it 
took him 18 years to convince a court of 
his innocence, and he filed 11 motions 
during those 18 years, asking the court 
to reconsider his conviction. So, it’s not 
only troubling that he was convicted in 
the first place, but it’s troubling how long 
it took him to prove his innocence, and 
how many motions it took before a court 
would hear his case. The commission’s 
recommendation is to establish an inde-
pendent review commission to remove 
cases from the adversarial system and 
put them in a truth-seeking, indepen-
dent, objective investigation.

Martinez: How would that group 
then weed out the many claims that 
might not be correct, where a person re-
ally was convicted correctly of a crime? 
How do you get to the ones who really 
need the attention?

Mumma: There certainly would be 

a lot of weeding out that 
would have to be done. 
These cases would 
be carefully screened 
to make sure there’s 
credible evidence, and 
the evidence was not 
heard previously by a 
jury or a judge. So there 
has to be some new 
evidence that is being 
considered. Another 
way of weeding those 
cases out, besides just 
a screening process, 
is [that] there has to 
be consequences for 
inmates who claim in-
nocence when indeed 

they are not. So anything that is uncov-
ered during an investigation, whether 
it further proves their guilt in the case 
they’re claiming innocence for, or estab-
lishes guilt for other crimes, would be 

turned over to the 
prosecution.

Mart inez : 
So the hope is 
then, it would 
seem, that this 
is going to make 
clear to those who 
are making claims 
of innocence, this 
is serious stuff, 
and that if you 
are falsely mak-
ing a claim of in-

nocence, there will be consequences. 
Hopefully then, that would help weed 
out some of the bogus claims.

Mumma: It will help weed out 
some. We’ll still have a heavy screening 
process to go through before it actually 

makes it to a formal commission for 
review.

Martinez: What would be required 
for these recommendations to be imple-
mented? Does this have to go before the 
General Assembly for approval?

Mumma: We actually submitted it 
to the General Assembly in March of this 
past year. It was passed by the House in 
a vote of 80 to 24, which is incredible for 
criminal justice legislation. So we were 
hopeful that it would be heard by the 
Senate before they broke, and it didn’t 
make its way through, so we’re hoping 
for the next session.

Martinez: As I was reading 
through some of this information about 
the issues involved in the justice system, 
I found a number of references to ques-
tions over misidentification. Does that 
seem to be the reason there are people 
who are wrongly convicted?

Mumma: Misidentification is the 
factor in about 80 percent of wrongful 
convictions, so it typically is the step that 
starts law enforcement on their way in 
identifying a suspect and can sometimes 
lead to tunnel vision in investigation of 
a case. So misidentification is a leading 
factor, false confessions are a leading 
factor, and there are some concerns with 
snitch testimony. The commission itself 
has been looking at those factors. In 2003 
the commission issued recommenda-
tions to change the way identification 
is conducted by law enforcement of 
North Carolina. Those recommenda-
tions were adopted by law enforce-
ment training, and all new officers and 
officers receiving annual updates on 
training, will start with those new pro-
cedures in January.                                CJ

Christine Mumma, N.C. Actual 
Innocence Commission execu-
tive director

“Misidentification is the 

factor in about 80 per-

cent of wrongful convic-

tions.”

Christine Mumma
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State School Briefs Approach said key to electoral success

Forsyth Schools’ Bond Issues Stress ‘Hold Line’
By SAM A. HIEB
Contributing Editor

GREENSBORO

To say that many North Carolina 
voters are skeptical of school 
bonds is no overstatement.

Just ask officials in Mecklenburg 
County, where, after a heated political 
battle, voters resoundingly rejected 
a $427 million bond referendum for 
Charlotte-Mecklenburg Schools in 
November.

While voters in Wake County ap-
proved a $450 million school bond ref-
erendum in 2003, school officials know 
that the planned 2006 bond referendum 
will be a tough sell, considering the fact 
that they will probably ask for at least 
twice that amount.

Then there’s Forsyth County, 
where voters passed the last two 
school bonds, one for $94 million in 
1994 and another for $150 million in 
2001. Winston-Salem/Forsyth County 
Schools will ask voters to go the ballot 
box again next November to approve a 
bond referendum totaling $250 million 
to $290 million, Superintendent Don 
Martin said.

But Martin and many school board 
members are confident the bond will 
pass. If it does, it probably will have 
something to do with the system’s 
philosophy on school construction and 
renovation. 

The philosophy is this: Hold the 
line. Be specific. Once size and oc-
cupancy are set, resist wish lists and 
departmental lobbies that can drive up 
costs. Question everything.

Sticking to that philosophy has 
made WSFCS a model for using school 
bonds efficiently, finishing projects on 
time and on budget. 

“Integrity with the public is criti-
cal,” Martin said. “Communication is 
always a challenge, always a key.” 

“We learned real quickly that to 
be successful in the eyes of the public, 
you do what you say you’re going to 
do,” said WSFC school board member 
Buddy Collins. “There are people who 
didn’t vote for the last bond referendum 
who might vote for the next one because 
of what we did here.” 

WSFCS has completed four major 
projects with money from the 2001 bond. 
Two high schools, Ronald Reagan and 
Simon G. Atkins, and one middle school, 
East Forsyth, opened for the 2005-2006 
school year.

A major renovation was also re-
cently completed at Carver High School, 
where a new performing arts space 
was built, windows were replaced, the 
entryway was redesigned, and an in-
tegrated communications system was 
installed The total cost came to about  
$8 million.

All three new school projects were 
clustered together to accommodate the 

increasing student population in Forsyth 
County. They came in on budget, with 
Reagan costing $23 million, Atkins cost-
ing $22 million, and East Forsyth costing 
$11 million.

During a tour of Reagan High, 
Principal Stan Elrod, a 30-year veteran 
of WSFCS, marveled at the school’s bang 
for the buck.

“It’s hard to believe they built this 
school for under $30 million,” Elrod 
said. “There was a great thought pro-
cess here.” 

While Reagan is a traditional high 
school and Atkins is a magnet school 
focusing on technology, the schools, 
physically speaking, are carbon copies of 
each other. The same architect designed 
both schools, a strategy that saves time 
and money.

They were constructed as simple 
rectangles with double–loaded corridors 
so students could move about with ease 
during class changes.

Building materials consisted of 
masonry work with steel partitions. 
Decorative features such as paint color 
were kept simple. Built-in casework was 
kept to a minimum and contracted with 
a manufacturer who could furnish and 
install it in bulk quantities. 

“We’re looking for functionality, 
not architectural significance,” Martin 
said.  “Sometimes, architects want to 
build the Taj Mahal. But we’re look-
ing to get from point A to point B. The 
building is nothing but a tool. We want 
kids to be comfortable in it, and we want 
them to feel like somebody cares about 
them, but we’re not looking for a lot of 
frills in the construction. You have to 
develop relationships with architects 
to make them understand the type of 
customer you are. We’re not out to win 
design awards.”

A major feature of both high 
schools and East Forsyth is movable 
walls so that the cafeteria, gym, and 
auditorium can convert into one large 
commons area to accommodate larger 
crowds.

“Most high school auditoriums 
sit empty 90-95 percent of the time,” 
Jim Moorefield, WSFCS construction 
specialist.

WSFC oversees its own construc-
tion, meaning no bond money went to 
construction management firms. Moore-
field and fellow construction specialist 
Bill Powell spent several years in the 
private sector before coming to work 
for the school system, so they not only 
know construction, but they know how 
to keep costs down. 

They had to, or they wouldn’t be 
able to keep jobs in the private sector, 
they said

They’re also sensitive to the fact 
that a good majority of Forsyth County’s 
population has no direct stake in the 
school system.

“We’re held accountable for what 
we do,” Moorefield said. “I feel like I’m 
basically representing an 82-year-old 
woman on a fixed income. I’m spending 
her money.”

The school system’s solid relation-
ship with Forsyth County commission-
ers helps things run smoothly, Collins 
said. “If we have certain needs, they 
are likely to come forth with them,” 
he said.

WSFCS also has one of the few 
remaining partisan school boards in the 
state. The partisan board has been in 
place since 1994, with Republicans hold-
ing the majority. The party now holds a 
7-2 majority, with every member facing 
re-election in 2006. The board also has a 
solid relationship with Martin, who has 
been superintendent since 1994.

“He’s very conservative in the 
ways that matter,” said school board 
member Jeannie Metcalf.

Martin said it would be later in 
the year before the exact amount of the 
bond proposal would be set. About half 
of those funds would go to renovation 
projects, since the three new schools 
helped ease crowding, at least for the 
time being.

But whatever the amount comes 
to, he’s confident voters will be recep-
tive. The information’s out there; the 
system’s Web site shows the progress of 
every project financed by bond money.

 “When we start this bond campaign 
in 2006, we can say we completed every 
project we promised,” Martin   said. “Meet-
ing our promises since 1995 is good.” CJ

Simon G. Atkins High School was one of two high schools and one middle school com-
pleted using bond funds approved by voters in 2001 (WSFC Schools photo)

Limits hurt charter schools

A national study released Jan. 
18 shows state-mandated limits on 
charter school growth are prevent-
ing hundreds of students in North 
Carolina and nine other states from 
attending the independent public 
schools, touted by advocates as 
a high-achieving alternative for 
many urban youngsters.

The report from the Na-
tional Alliance for Public Charter 
Schools urges policy-makers to 
focus on stronger oversight and 
application processes for charter 
schools instead of artificial limits 
on everything from school size to 
numbers of schools, the Associated 
Press reports.

“The demand for charter 
schools is growing,” said Nelson 
Smith, president of the national 
alliance. “If we are to continue to 
close the achievement gap in this 
country and create real opportunity 
for children, caps on charter schools 
must be lifted now.”

In North Carolina, state law 
caps the number of charters at 100. 
Local advocates and legislators 
have pushed unsuccessfully for 
years to raise the cap.

In Connecticut, state law 
requires charter school enrollment 
to be capped at 250 to 300 students 
or 25 percent of the enrollment of 
the district where the school is lo-
cated, whichever is less. Seven of 
the state’s 14 charter schools are at 
or near the cap.

The Integrated Day Charter 
School in Norwich, which encour-
ages students to learn through in-
dependent research projects, serves 
about 300 students in pre-kinder-
garten through eighth grade. It has 
a waiting list of 370 children.

“That’s enough kids for a 
whole other school,” said June 
Morrone, the school’s assistant di-
rector. More than half the children 
on the list come from towns outside 
Norwich. “That says something 
about the other towns. I think 
there are a lot of parents looking 
for alternatives.”

According to the national 
report, various types of state-im-
posed caps are severely constrain-
ing growth in 10 states, includ-
ing Connecticut, Hawaii, Iowa, 
Massachusetts, Michigan, North 
Carolina, Ohio, Rhode Island, New 
York and Illinois.

A total of 25 states have some 
type of cap on charter schools, 
which have been around for about 
15 years. Some state leaders de-
cided to place limits on the numbers 
of charter schools or the numbers 
of students when charter school 
laws were first enacted.              CJ
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Commentary

School-Choice Fight Heats Up
Rural Schools Face Declines
In Size of Student Population

Lindalyn
 Kakadelis

In 1955, economist Milton Fried-
man proposed using taxpayer-
funded tuition vouchers to 

enable students to attend private 
school. Friedman’s radical idea 
has since become reality for thou-
sands of families, but not without 
a struggle of Herculean 
proportions. 

The battle for choice 
has been fought in state-
houses and courthouses 
around the country, with an 
entrenched and well-fund-
ed education bureaucracy 
squaring off against a grass-
roots group of indigent 
— but tenacious — reform-
ers. Ongoing court fights 
and legislative wrangling 
have consistently elicited 
great emotional volatility; 
but when it comes to high 
drama, the past few months clearly 
take the cake. 

On Dec. 22, 2005, Congress 
handed choice advocates a decisive 
victory, passing the largest parental 
choice bill in our nation’s history. 
Eight days later, President Bush 
signed the bill into law. Now, the 
372,000 schoolchildren displaced by 
Hurricanes Katrina and Rita may 
use federal funds at the public or 
private school of their choice. Tu-
ition reimbursements are valued at 
up to $6,000 per student ($7,500 for 
special-education students). While 
this reimbursement is for only one 
year, it nevertheless gives parents 
the freedom to choose a public or 
private school.

The fact that this legislation 
makes private schools indistin-
guishable from government schools 
in terms of tuition reimbursement 
is a tremendous coup for the choice 
movement. Choice opponents had 
warned such a move would set a 
dangerous precedent for expansion. 
Let’s hope they’re right.

Unfortunately, there has been 
little time to gloat. On Jan. 5, 2006, 
the Florida Supreme Court, in a 5-2 
decision, struck down the state’s 
Opportunity Scholarship Program. 
Enacted in 1999 as the first state-
wide choice program in the nation, 
Opportunity Scholarships have giv-
en children in failing public schools 
tuition assistance for private school. 
To qualify, a student must be in a 
school receiving two “F” grades 
in a four-year period. Because of 
the court’s ruling, more than 700 
students (94 percent of whom are 
African-American or Hispanic) 
may be forced to withdraw from 
private schools next year. 

While this decision affects 

only Opportunity Scholarships, it 
clearly jeopardizes other Florida 
choice programs serving about 
28,000 children, including disabled 
students receiving McKay scholar-
ships and pupils attending charter 
schools. Gov. Jeb Bush has pledged 

to explore all legal 
options, and will ask 
the Florida Legislature 
to enact any available 
legislative fixes or to 
amend the Florida Con-
stitution.

The Florida court 
based its unprecedent-
ed ruling on a constitu-
tional provision guar-
anteeing all students 
a “uniform, efficient, 
safe, secure, and high 
quality system of free 
public schools.” Citing 

the state’s “uniformity” clause is 
surprising since supreme courts 
in both Wisconsin and Ohio have 
rejected challenges to school-choice 
programs under similar provisions. 
Courts in those cases determined 
that the states did provide a uni-
form system, but were not limited 
to that system to meet the educa-
tional needs of all children. Clint 
Bolick, president of the Alliance for 
School Choice, explains it this way: 
“The Constitution creates a floor, 
not a ceiling, for educational op-
portunities.”

What does this mean for 
North Carolina? Expect “uniformi-
ty” language to infiltrate the debate 
over choice. Our state Constitution 
indicates that the “…General As-
sembly shall provide…for a general 
and uniform system of free public 
schools…wherein equal opportuni-
ties shall be provided for all stu-
dents.” The education bureaucracy 
here will surely seize on the Florida 
court’s “uniformity” decision as 
evidence that the North Carolina 
Constitution prohibits choice.

Fortunately, the Alliance will 
be jumping into the fray to rebut 
these and other illogical arguments, 
partnering with the Institute for 
Justice to produce a report on the 
constitutionality of school choice in 
North Carolina. 

There’s no question that 
debate over the constitutionality 
of school choice will continue. But 
while judges and legislators mull 
legal arguments, the choice move-
ment’s foot soldiers must stay the 
course.                                            CJ

Lindalyn Kakadelis is director of 
the North Carolina Education Alliance.

By KAREN WELSH
Contributing Editor

RALEIGH

Counter to what urban schools 
have struggled to endure, most 
rural counties in North Carolina 

have had to contend with declining 
enrollment since 1997.

 Forty-six of 85 rural counties in the 
state have incurred a steady decline in 
the student population over the years. 
One of the hardest-hit regions is eastern 
North Carolina.

Enrollment at 
the Hyde County 
Public School Sys-
tem, for example, 
has diminished 
from 808 students 
during the 1997-
98 school year to 
654 in 2004-2005.  
Many factors have 
caused the de-
crease, school Su-
perintendent Brock 
Womble said.

“The general 
analysis of why 
we’re declining is 
that we just don’t 
have the job in-
dustry, we have an 
older generation 
living here and 
we’re just not hav-
ing younger peo-
ple come into the 
county,” he said. 
“We’ve dropped, 
and I don’t see us 
getting larger any-
time soon.”

The smaller 
the school system 
becomes, the more money it loses, 
making it more difficult to manage the 
resources it has, Brock said. The smaller 
school population also means the district 
can’t offer the variety of subjects that it 
once did.

Because of its rural nature, Hyde 
County can’t consolidate its schools or 
administration more than it already has 
in order to save resources and money, 
Brock said. Several administrators are 
doing double duty, working in both the 
office and classroom.

 The county’s geography also 
makes the situation difficult,  Brock said. 
For example, two of the county’s schools 
are one-hour’s distance away from each 
other. One school is on Ocracoke Island, 
which is two-and-a-half  hours away by 
ferry, or four hours away by car.

“We try to remain as cost-effective 
as we can,” Brock said. “We continue to 
think of ways to meet all of our variety 
of student’s needs, but we can’t consoli-
date more than we already have. We are 
trying our best to manage the resources 

we have, but the smaller we become, the 
more difficult it is. The challenges are 
greater all the time.”

Another hard-hit area of low or 
diminished student population growth 
is western North Carolina.

Transylvania Public School Su-
perintendent Sonna Lyda said the loss 
of three major industries and lack of 
affordable family housing triggered a 
five-year trend of losing students. How-
ever, the school system is now stabilizing 
and Lyda doesn’t anticipate another 

drop in enroll-
ment over the next 
few years.

The Caswell 
County Public 
School System, 
in north central 
North Carolina, 
has lost 370 stu-
dents, a little more 
than 10 percent of 
its student body, 
since the 1997-98 
school year.

H o w e v e r, 
Caswell County 
School Superin-
tendent Douglas 
Barker attributed 
the loss to factors 
other than the lo-
cal economy. “A 
major change in 
our demographics 
in recent years is 
the charter school 
located in our 
county,” he said. 
“Approximately 
300 children at-
tend there that 
used to go to our 

schools.  Also, our population has 
remained steady, but in recent years 
there has also been lower birthrates 
than normal.”

Some rural counties have been 
spared a loss of numbers, based on 
their location next to larger metropoli-
tan areas. Enrollment at the Alamance 
County-Burlington Public School Sys-
tem has grown from 19,755 students in 
1997-98 to 21,875.

The county’s low tax rate has at-
tracted families whose parents work in 
larger population centers, Superinten-
dent James Merrill said. “Our western 
border butts up to Guilford and Green-
ville,” he said. “People live here, but 
commute out. They are getting the best 
of both worlds — a small town feel with 
the larger urbanized area nearby.”

There is a downside to the growth, 
however. Merrill attributes half the 
increase to an influx of Latino stu-
dents, most of whom are illegal im-
migrants, further putting a strain on 
the school system.                              CJ

“The general analysis of 

why we’re declining is 

that we just don’t have 

the job industry, we have 

an older generation liv-

ing here and we’re just 

not having younger peo-

ple come into the county. 

We’ve dropped, and 

I don’t see us getting 

larger anytime soon.”

Brock Womble
School Superintendent

Hyde County Public School 
System
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School Reform Notes Formula left charter schools out

Charter Backers Gear Up For Lottery Fund Chase Charters want lottery money

Charter school advocates are 
urging North Carolina lawmakers 
to change state law so the schools 
can get a portion of lottery pro-
ceeds.

“Our goal is to say that, as ad-
ditional pots of money come along, 
charter schools are seen as legitimate 
recipients for public school money 
because we are public schools,” 
said Jackie Williams, executive 
director of Evergreen Community 
Charter School in Asheville. “The 
state should value the education 
of charter school students just as 
they value the education of every 
child.”

Evergreen was among 20 char-
ter schools statewide that sponsored 
a news conference Jan. 18 to raise 
awareness about what they say is 
an oversight in the state’s lottery 
law, the Asheville Citizen-Times 
reported.

Charter schools receive public 
funding but are privately operated 
and free from many of the restric-
tions governing traditional public 
schools. North Carolina has 100 
charter schools, which together 
have 30,000 students.

Charter school advocates say 
they want state lawmakers to either 
amend the current lottery law or 
file new legislation that includes 
them.

Christian school sues UC

A Christian high school’s 
lawsuit against the University of 
California is escalating the culture 
war over the role of religion in public 
education, USA Today reports.

Calvary Chapel Christian 
School of Murrieta, Calif., with 
1,300 students, is suing UC for not 
giving credits for some courses 
with a “Christian viewpoint” 
when students apply for university 
admission. The lawsuit is about 
theological content in “every ma-
jor area in high school except for 
mathematics,” said Wendell Bird, 
a lawyer for Calvary Chapel. 

Courses in dispute include 
history, English, social studies, and 
science. In federal court in Los An-
geles, U.S. District Judge S. James 
Otero could rule soon on the uni-
versity system’s motion to dismiss 
the high school’s claims that its First 
Amendment rights to free speech 
and religion were infringed. 

The school has also sued on 
other grounds, such as that UC has 
unconstitutionally treated Calvary 
students unequally compared to 
other students.                        CJ

By HAL YOUNG
Contributing Editor

RALEIGH

The North Carolina lottery is ex-
pected to provide $425 million 
a year in new funding for public 

schools and universities. More than 
30,000 public school students, however, 
might have been left out of the equation. 
A new organization of charter-school 
supporters says their schools should be 
included in the law, and they hope to 
amend it in time for the first payout.

North Carolina Students for Eq-
uitable Lottery Funding conducted a 
series of press conferences across the 
state Jan. 18, announcing the formation 
of the group and its agenda. NC SELF of-
ficials said that although charter schools 
are defined as public schools receiving 
state and local funding, they were left 
out of the formula for allocating lottery 
proceeds. The organization’s sole mis-
sion is to have the oversight corrected 
by the General Assembly so that charter 
schools will also receive a share of the 
lottery money — about $100 per student, 
according to their calculations.

Thomas Vass, chairman of NC 
SELF’s executive committee, told report-
ers that efforts to address the lottery bill 
during the session were not effective. 
“There was some attempt made by char-
ter schools to influence the legislation,” 
he said, “but the way it was passed made 
it difficult to know the final form.” Some 
legislators have expressed surprise that 
charters were not included, which gives 
charter-school proponents hope for an 
easy amendment.

Funding for construction is a 
central issue, said Roger Gerber, direc-
tor of communications for the League 
of Charter Schools, the sponsoring 
organization for NC SELF.  He said the 
original 1996 legislation authorizing 
charter schools specified that they would 
not receive capital funds from the state, 
and the local governments were forbid-
den to include charter schools in bond 
issues.  Court cases established charter 
schools’ access to local tax revenues, but 
the new lottery allocates 40 percent to 
construction, a category shut off from 
charter schools.  

“I think the whole thing stems 
from concern that county commissions 
would protest having to build a new 
school which was chartered by the state, 
not the county, and which would not 
be under the county’s control,” he said.  
While some schools are able to save for 
buildings from county funding, many 
can’t.  The extra funding from the lot-
tery, even as little as $100, would make 
a difference for many schools.

 “Any building or facility has to 
come out of the regular allotment, state 
or local, or else be made up with private 
funds or financing,” said Ken Temple-
ton, headmaster of Union Academy in 

Monroe. Sometimes 
that means choosing be-
tween maintenance and 
materials. “Whether 
this is a critical source 
of funds depends on 
how well you prepare 
in spending money. 
We can’t count on lot-
tery funds, so we don’t 
plan on it. But there are 
things you can’t have; 
if the change comes 
through, we will prob-
ably use the money for 
more instructional ma-
terial.  To add a second 
textbook to a language 
course, for example, costs about $30 
per student; you can use up funding 
in a hurry.”

Templeton’s school has benefited 
from a local foundation that was set up 
to provide building funds for the charter 
school; the academy leases the buildings 
from the foundation.

“We leased from the public school 
system for the first few years, and paid a 
tremendous amount of money,” he said. 
“Now we lease from the foundation, but 
we pay less and they help us out.”

Leases can be paid from the state 
funds, but arrangements can be a sig-
nificant weight on the budget. Raleigh 
Charter High School Principal Thomas 
Humble said that his school pays about 
$600,000 per year for its facility, nearly 
one-fifth of its annual budget. He hopes 
to move to a larger campus when the 
lease expires in 2010.

But designating funds for class-
size reduction is also problematic, 
Gerber said.  Some schools don’t have 
the elementary grades specified, and 
charters’ independence means class size 
targets are meaningless.

“For example, maybe you already 
have small classes — many charters do 
— but maybe you make larger classes 
work, too,” he said. “Maybe you decide 
to spend and hire a top-flight physics 
teacher and put more students in that 
class, rather than hire two teachers (who 
aren’t as qualified) but allow smaller 
class sizes.”

For this reason, charter-school 
advocates suggest the General As-
sembly decide on a percentage — 2 
percent would reflect the proportion of 
charter-school enrollment within the 
public school system — and pass that to 
charter schools before designating how 
it should be spent.

Gerber and Vass both point out 
confusion over the nature of charter 
schools, and the need to better educate 
the public and officials. While the law 
defines them as public schools and al-
locates public funds to them, day-to-day 
operation and control is vested in a local 
nonprofit board reporting to the state 

rather than to local authorities. They are 
granted more flexibility in methodology, 
staffing, and how their funds are spent, 
and proponents say this flexibility is the 
most important part of the concept. But 
the greater independence should not 
overshadow the basic truth that charter 
schools are public schools, too.

Some nonpublic funding is pos-
sible, but the amount varies from school 
to school.  Humble said that Raleigh 
Charter High has PTA-style fund-raisers 
but relies almost wholly on tax fund-
ing. Pam Seymour, a founding board 
member of Casa Esperanza Montessori 
Charter School in North Raleigh, said 
they do “quite a bit of outside fund-
raising” to support the special needs of 
their school; Montessori training can 
cost up to $10,000 per teacher, and Casa 
Esperanza places two instructors in 
every classroom to support its bilingual 
instructional program. Union Academy 
has its foundation, and it expects each 
family to provide at least 60 hours per 
year as school volunteers, a requirement 
written into their charter.

“They keep the school going,” 
said Mary Rymer, one of Union’s par-
ent volunteer coordinator. A part-time 
member of the school staff as well as a 
parent, she contributes her unpaid 60 
hours like any other family.

While the legislature is out of 
session, NC SELF hopes to complete a 
public relations blitz, including seminars 
for local officials, a media campaign 
to educate the public, and a speaker’s 
bureau for civic organizations. NC SELF 
officials think  that the hurried passage 
of the lottery law might make legisla-
tors open to amendments when they 
reconvene.

Gerber said that he is optimistic 
about the group’s goals and that it’s 
a simple issue of fairness. “If you’re 
going to have an education lottery to 
provide funds for K-12 education, then 
charter schools should get their share, 
without strings attached. That was the 
intent of the charter school program 
to begin with — to operate without 
so many strings.”                           CJ

North Carolina Students for Equitable Lottery Funding held 
a series of press conferences statewide (Submitted photo)
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Expensive Student-Info Software Riddled With Problems
By KAREN WELSH
Contributing Editor

RALEIGH

Excitement was in the air when 
installation began on the Depart-
ment of Public Instruction’s NC 

WISE computer system in 1998. Eight 
years later  the program, riddled by prob-
lems, is so far behind schedule it remains 
stuck in the first of three phases.

IBM is responsible for installing 
the new technology program, the first of 
its kind in any state, to replace the obso-
lete Student Information Management 
System within the N.C. Public School 
System. Once completed, the integrated 
computer program is supposed to help 
teachers, administrators,  and other of-
ficials manage student information.

State Board of Education Chairman 
Howard Lee is fed up with the delays in 
the process and decided to step in and 
take the reins of the project when he 
realized both the state and IBM were at 
fault for the long delays.

“I inserted myself into the NC 
WISE process to hurry its outcome,” he 
said. “The system is not working well 
and is not very dependable. There are a 
lot of holes. The state has never clearly 
delineated the management line.”

IBM bears a lot of the blame for 
not delivering what it promised in its  
contractual agreement with the state, Lee 
said. As a result, the company might be 
at risk of losing the account.

“IBM has demanded to be paid, 
but they haven’t delivered what they 
promised,” Lee said. “They have never 
deployed a first-rate team. I sent a letter 
saying, ‘you will deliver this criteria or 
we won’t pay.’”

Although the DPI is hoping IBM 
will reconsider the relationship with 
the state and repair the Window of In-

formation on Student Education, Price 
said there are many kinks to work out 
through negotiations before the prob-
lems can be resolved.

“Specific deliverables are tied to 
each payment,” he said. “The contract 
allows us to withhold payment if any 
of the deliverables haven’t been made. 
There was a breach of action. We haven’t 
got what we paid for yet.”

IBM spokeswoman Alise McNeill 
said the company is working hard to 
resolve the matter. “IBM has fulfilled 
its contractual obligations,” she said. 
“And hopes to resolve this matter with 
the state.”

Caught in the middle of this 
tug-of-war are teachers and adminis-
trators throughout the state. “We are 
the ones suffering by what is going on 
between the two entities,” said Betty 
Weycker, assistant superintendent for 
technology at Winston-Salem/Forsyth 
County Schools. “We are concerned with 
litigation between IBM and DPI. We’re 
frightened about what will happen to our 
system if it changes ownership.”

There are other concerns, too. 
Rumors about the slowdown escalating 
the cost of the project from $54 million to 
$250 million are incorrect, Price said.

“The initial contract with Price 

Waterhouse-Coopers was for $54.4 
million,” he said. “$32.9 million of this 
was to purchase the software that is the 
foundation for NC WISE, $6.7 million to 
adapt this to North Carolina’s needs and 
pilot in 22 schools. The remaining was 
an estimate of deployment cost. It was 
never considered to be enough to roll to 
all 115 LEAs and 100 charter schools.”

The initial contract did not in-
clude $130 million needed to pay state 
personnel assigned to the project, cost 
for charter schools and local schools to 
scale-up/staff for NC WISE, software 
to run/support the system, hosting, di-
saster recovery or equipment purchases, 
Price said.

 Since IBM purchased PWC, Price 
said DPI entered into a fixed-price con-
tract for NC WISE. However, the scope 
of services broadens from the initial 
pilot schools to all 115 school districts 
within the state.

“The new fixed-price contract was 
to cover the complete roll-out to all char-
ter schools and local school systems,” he 
said. “This contract, scope adjustments 
and expanded pilot, plus the establish-
ment of a contingency reserve, added 
$60 million to the cost. If you add all this 
up, you will get the current estimated 
total cost of ownership of around $250 

million.”
Bob Bellamy, associate superinten-

dent of Accountability and Technology 
Services at DPI, said that NC WISE is 
not inexpensive, but that it’s a great 
investment.

“It’s rather a significant investment 
of the state, but, if we get what we pay 
for, then it will be worth it,” he said. “This 
is state of the art. This system wasn’t 
even a gleam in someone else’s eye yet 
when SIMS was developed. It should 
last at least 20 years once everything is 
in place.”

There are other costs associated 
with being the first client to install a 
computer system of this caliber, Bellamy 
said. “It certainly was scheduled to be 
in a different phase,” he said. “It’s a 
huge, complex system to deploy. There 
have been some major glitches. It hasn’t 
functioned as it should and it has had 
some performance issues that need to 
be resolved. We want to make sure the 
system is right before moving on.”

Ray Reitz, chief technology officer 
of Chapel Hill-Carrboro City Schools, 
said that his district was one of the first 
to install the system five years ago and 
that trouble should be expected when 
converting to a new system.

Although the state and local 
districts underestimated the resources 
required undertaking the project; the 
system should be finished because it is 
still a viable and useful tool for the future, 
he said. “It’s a giant step organizationally 
and technologically supporting the NC 
WISE system statewide,” Reitz said. “But 
the benefits outweigh the limitations.”

The districts will have to wait 
awhile longer to hear the outcome of 
talks between the DPI and IBM, Lee said. 
However, he said the matter should be 
resolved by Feb. 8, he said.             CJ

“IBM has demanded to be paid, but 

they haven’t delivered what they 

promised. They have never de-

ployed a first-rate team.”
Howard Lee

Chairman,N.C. State Board of Education
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Course of the Month Bowles Takes Over Reins as UNC President
Joystick Lit at Duke

The scene is a classroom. A 
professor in white lab coat is describ-
ing how to operate a device. His 
description is cut short by a raised 
hand, insistent on being recognized. 
Impatiently he asks, “Yes, what is it?  
What?  What is it?”

The student asks, “Can I play 
with it?” — referring to the plastic 
toddler’s toy in the professor’s 
hands, a “push popper.” Like the 
rest of the class, the insistent student 
is a kindergartner.

The professor, TV’s John 
Frink, continues to play with the 
toy. “No, you can’t play with it; you 
won’t enjoy it on as many levels 
as I do,” the mad scientist of “The 
Simpsons” said in a 1995 episode, 
before gleefully shouting “The col-
ors, children!”

Granted, Course of the Month 
has used the “Simpsons lede” before 
(the writers have a knack for spoof-
ing academic follies), but given this 
month’s honoree it seemed particu-
larly apt. It goes to a Duke literature 
course offered this spring:

LIT 132S: Weapons of Mass 
Entertainment: the Poetics and 
Politics of Video games (sic)

“The Ancient Greeks had 
theater, Olympic games and even 
novels,” the synopsis begins, em-
ploying the homage-to-classicism 
gambit particularly favored by 
academics to lend the air of legiti-
macy to pop-culture classroom fluff. 
“We still have theater, Olympiads, 
novels (although in very different 
form) but we have more: movies 
and video games.”

The synopsis is an excellent 
example of larding on the classical 
references to put a scholastic veneer 
over the reality that the class was 
going to sit around and play the 
video game “Resident Evil” for 
course credit at the most expensive 
university in the state. Try this 
excerpt, for example: “Is the old 
Aristotelian Catharsis the point of 
one’s participation in the game? And 
by the way, what could we mean by 
Catharsis in the context of a video 
game? How do these new forms of 
simulated violence intervene in the 
age-old debate (Plato vs. Aristotle) 
on the social dangers of mimetic fic-
tions and the relationship of fables 
to life, or to put it in more modern 
terms: how does the spectacle and 
simulated practice of violence influ-
ence actual behavior?”

For more, visit Course of the 
Month online at www.popecenter.
org/course_month.                   CJ

John Locke Foundation research 
editor Jon Sanders tracks down the 
monthly wacky course offering.

By SHANNON BLOSSER
Associate Editor

CHAPEL HILL

Three months after Erskine Bowles 
was appointed to replace Molly 
Broad as UNC president, he began 

the transition process from the role of 
business leader and political candidate 
to administrative leader of a 16-campus 
system.

Bowles’ term as UNC president 
began at the start of the new year. In 
theory, Bowles has been working on 
getting acquainted with the system, 
campuses, and the political process in 
higher-education policy since he was 
appointed to the position in October. 

“If you see the bags under my eyes 
and the staff’s eyes you know we’ve been 
at it for quite awhile,” Bowles said.

At the January Board of Governors 
meeting, Bowles’ first as UNC presi-
dent, the former two-time Democratic 
candidate for U.S. Senate and Clinton 
administration chief of staff outlined 
his goals for his administration. Bowles 
showed a great understanding of some of 
the issues facing the UNC system while 
addressing financial constraints with a 
business sense.

Two challenges

Bowles said UNC has two chal-
lenges that it must face. The first is what 
he called an “economic tsunami” that 
was headed toward North Carolina. 
He also said the second challenge was 
limited state resources.

Bowles said the state must increase 
the education quality of its students 
because of the jobs of yesterday, such 
as the textile industry, are no longer 
available as an option for people who 
are not educated.

“We haven’t seen anything yet,” 
Bowles said. “If we don’t get people 
better-educated, we are going to be in 
no position to face this tsunami.”

He also discussed a number of 
statistics, including the fact that a small 
number of students who graduate from 
high school, out of 100 students, gradu-
ate from college or university. Bowles 
also said reading and other skills are 
not on par in North Carolina with other 
countries.

“We have an enormous respon-
sibility to get people better-educated,” 
Bowles said.

Bowles said he understood some of 
the financial restraints being placed on 
both the state and federal budgets. On 
the state level, Bowles said he recognized 
that Medicaid costs were taking up more 
available dollars, leaving other areas of 
state government to fight for a smaller 
share of resources. For the current fiscal 
year, the UNC system receives $2 billion 
from the General Revenue budget. 

“Our state legislature is very gener-
ous to us, yet we are in a time of great 
need,” Bowles said.

Bowles also touched on restraints 
from the federal budget. He said Social 
Security and foreign obligations would 
restrict how much money is available for 
federal research dollars. “That budget, 
too, is under enor-
mous pressure,” 
Bowles said.

He also not-
ed a third revenue 
restraint: tuition 
and maintaining a 
reasonable cost for 
students. “We have 
a commitment as 
a people to keep 
that tuition low,” 
Bowles said.

Bowles said 
he would use his 
business experi-
ence in an effort to 
keep operational 
costs as low as pos-
sible. “We’re going 
to do everything 
we can to operate this organization in 
a way you can be proud of,” Bowles 
said.

Three Prisms

Bowles said he was going to look 
at the UNC system with three prisms, or 
goals, for his administration. Among the 
first goals was improving K-12 educa-
tion. He said the UNC system has a role 
in the quality of K-12 education because 
it assists with the training of teachers 
and principals for the Department of 
Public Instruction.

“We have to do everything we 
can to improve K-12,” Bowles said. “ … 
We’ve got to raise the quality.”

Bowles also said the UNC system 
must improve access and keep the sys-
tem affordable to students. He also said 
the UNC system must no longer invest 

in just brick and mortar. “We must make 
sure that every qualified kid has an op-
portunity” to get a college education.

One way to do that, Bowles said, 
was to improve distance education pro-
grams across the system and to duplicate 
programs that are successful in that arena 
at other campuses.

“We can increase revenues with-
out investing in bricks and mortar,” 
he said.

But once students get to a UNC 
institution, Bowles said, the system must 
work harder to ensure that students 
graduate.  The system must keep “them 
there once they get here.”

“There is no sense in making an 
enormous investment on them in the 
first year only to lose them in the sec-
ond,” he said.

When the students are there, they 
have to learn something other than the 
skills they need for the job that they want 
to acquire upon graduation, Bowles 
said. Students have to learn problem-
solving skills and other skills while in 
the classrooms.

“This is not just a vocational exer-
cise,” he said.

For any of the goals to be accom-
plished, Bowles 
said the UNC sys-
tem must have 
a strong faculty 
at each campus. 
“None of it makes 
sense if we don’t 
have great fac-
ulty,” Bowles said. 
“We have got to be 
able to compete 
nationally to get 
the best faculty 
that we can get.”

Among the 
first thing Bowles 
did when his ad-
ministration be-
gan was to meet 
with members of 
the General As-
sembly. On Jan. 

10, Bowles spoke with members of the 
Joint Legislative Education Oversight 
Committee. 

There he gave an update to mem-
bers on what some of his goals were for 
his administration. Among the goals that 
he mentioned at the time were better 
management of the UNC system and 
more cooperation between the system 
and the community college system, ac-
cording to media accounts. 

Bowles also made that point dur-
ing the Board of Governors meeting that 
was attended by North Carolina Com-
munity College System President Martin 
Lancaster and Helda Pinnix-Ragland, 
chair of the State Board of Community 
Colleges.

“We have to have a seamless 
relationship with the community 
colleges,” Bowles said during the 
BOG meeting.                                   CJ

“ None of it makes sense 

if we don’t have great 

faculty. We have got to 

be able to compete na-

tionally to get the best 

quality faculty we can 

get.”

Erskine Bowles
UNC President

UNC President Erskine Bowles says sys-
tem faces challenges
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Commentary

How Literate Are Americans?
Study: Many Campuses Get an ‘F’
in Fostering Intellectual Diversity

Renovated Dorm Uses ‘Green’ Heating 

By SHANNON BLOSSER
Assistant Editor

CHAPEL HILL

A new study released by the 
American Council of Trustees 
and Alumni shows that colleges 

and universities are not taking an active 
role in improving intellectual diversity 
on campus. It also found that 49 percent 
of college students surveyed say profes-
sors inject personal political views into 
the classroom.

The findings are part of the report 
“Intellectual Diversity: Time for Ac-
tion,” released in December by ACTA 
and authored by Dr. Barry Latzer and 
Dr. Jerry Martin. In it, the authors look 
at intellectual diversity in American 
higher education today and examine the 
perception students have about teachers 
who attempt to discuss politics in the 
classroom.

ACTA’s study comes a few months 
after 30 organizations signed a statement 
on academic freedom by the American 
Council on Education. The statement in-
dicated that the principles of intellectual 
diversity and academic freedom would 
be welcomed on college campuses. 

ACTA President Anne Neal said 
few colleges and universities have truly 
made a commitment to intellectual di-
versity. After contacting more than 100 
institutions, including the 30 organiza-
tions that signed the statement, ACTA 
found that most have made no effort to 
improve intellectual diversity since the 
statement was signed.

“It’s all talk and no action,” Neal 
said. “Higher education simply can’t 
have it both ways. Colleges and univer-
sity presidents say they alone are able 
to correct the situation in the classroom, 
but then they refuse to do anything but 
offer lip service to the idea of intellectual 
diversity.”

According to the study, a national 
survey found that 72 percent of faculty 
members in higher education consider 
themselves liberal, while 15 percent 
consider themselves conservative. The 
most one-sided departments were Eng-
lish, philosophy, political science, and 
religious studies.

To see how prevalent the problem 
is, ACTA commissioned a study of the 
nation’s top 50 institutions conducted 
by the Center for Survey Research and 
Analysis at the University of Connecti-
cut. Forty-six percent of the students 
surveyed said professors “used the 
classroom to present their personal po-
litical views.” Additionally, 42 percent 
said classroom reading assignments 
often presented just one side of an 
argument.

The report lists 16 corrections that 
a college or university could make. 
Among them were  conducting a self-
survey, incorporate intellectual diversity 
into institutional statements, amend 
tenure policies, and create a university 
ombudsman. Other steps also would 
prohibit political bias in student-funded 
groups, eliminate speech codes, and es-
tablish new academic programs.       CJ

By BRIAN SOPP
Editorial Intern

CHAPEL HILL

When Morrison Residence Hall 
at UNC-Chapel Hill reopens 
in the fall of 2007 after being 

closed in 2005 for renovations, not only 
will students’ accommodations be nicer, 
but solar panels will be used to heat the 
building’s water.

About 200 solar panels will be 
placed on the building’s roof and a 
hot-water storage tank will generate an 
estimated 10,000 gallons of hot water per 
day. The annual saving from the project 
was estimated at $11,275.

  Funding for the solar hot-water 
system came from about $184,000 in 
student fee money and a $137,455 grant 
from the General Assembly. A total of 
$125,000 was provided by UNC-Chapel 
Hill’s housing and residential education 
funds.

The state Energy Policy Council 
approved a Clean Technology Demon-
stration Grant for the renovation project 
last year. In 2002, students at UNC-CH 
approved a $4-per-semester increase 

in student fees to support a renewable 
energy campaign on campus.

After the referendum on the new 
student fee passed, the Student Congress 
established the Renewable Energy Spe-
cial Projects Committee. The committee 
was charged with increasing the use 
of renewable energy on campus and 
overseeing the allocation of all funds 
generated by the Renewable Energy 
Student Fee.

The solar water system in Mor-
rison Hall was a joint project of the 
UNC Sustainability Office and the 
special-projects committee. Monitoring 
equipment in Morrison Hall will  allow 
students to observe the effectiveness of 
the system.

  The project has met some opposi-
tion. In April, Howard Hayden, a former 
physics professor at the University of 
Connecticut, told UNC students that 
water heating is a small portion of energy 
consumption. 

“If all one million U.S. universities 
followed UNC’s lead, that would take 
care of one percent of the U.S. energy 
budget,” he said.                           CJ

Late in 2005, government of-
ficials at the National Center 
for Education Statistics re-

leased the results of the most recent 
study done by the National Assess-
ment of Adult Literacy. 
The study finds that 
the already-weak 
literacy of American 
adults — including col-
lege graduates — has 
declined since the last 
assessment was done 
in 1992.  

More than 19,700 
people participated in 
the study, which was 
conducted between 
May 2003 and Febru-
ary 2004. The tasks involved three 
kinds of questions — to assess 
prose literacy, to assess document 
literacy, and to assess quantitative 
literacy.

The prose literacy ques-
tions were designed to see how 
well the individual could perform 
prose tasks such as searching for 
and comprehending information 
contained in written material — for 
example, describing what a poem is 
about. Document literacy questions 
were designed to see how well the 
individual could understand docu-
ments — for example, finding what 
time a certain bus arrives at its 
destination. Quantitative questions 
were designed to see how well the 
individual could perform math-
ematical tasks such as calculating 
the cost per ounce of a brand of 
peanut butter.

Four levels of achievement 
were established: below basic, 
basic, intermediate, and proficient. 
Each exam had a possible 500 
points. To make it to “basic,” an 
individual needed to score about 
42 percent in prose and document, 
and 47 percent in quantitative. To 
achieve “intermediate” literacy, an 
individual needed to score barely 
over 50 percent in prose and docu-
ment, 58 percent in quantitative. 
And to achieve the “proficient” 
level, an individual needed to score 
about 68 percent in prose and docu-
ment, 70 percent in quantitative. 
The standards, clearly, are not set at 
a high level.

So how well do Americans 
do? For all our vaunted dedication 
to excellence in education, when 
it comes to literacy, Americans are 
surprisingly weak.

Consider high school gradu-
ates first. According to the data, 13 
percent of high school graduates 
are “below basic” in prose skills, 
up from 11 percent in 1992. That 

it’s possible to graduate from high 
school with “no more than the most 
simple” literacy skills is shock-
ing proof of the weak standards 
that prevail in many schools. The 

survey also found 
that 39 percent of high 
school grads are only 
at “basic” in prose, 
up from 37 percent in 
1992; “intermediate” is 
reached by 44 percent 
(down from 48 percent 
in 1992) and only 4 
percent are “proficient” 
(down from 5 percent).

Looking at docu-
ment literacy for high 
school grads, only 5 

percent have achieved proficiency. 
With quantitative literacy just 5 
percent are proficient.

How much difference does a 
college education make in literacy? 
It makes some difference, but less 
than one would suppose.

In prose literacy, 3 percent 
of college graduates fall into the 
“below basic” category, up from 2 
percent in 1992.  In document and 
quantitative literacy, the college 
graduate percentages for “below 
basic” are 2 percent and 4 percent 
respectively.

At the other end of the scale 
— proficiency — we see that 
whereas only 4 percent of high 
school graduates achieve that 
level in prose (and only 5 percent 
for document and quantitative), 
among college graduates, 31 per-
cent achieve proficiency in prose 
and quantitative literacy and 25 
percent in document. However, 
both prose and document literacy 
registered substantial declines com-
pared with the 1992 data, which 
were 40 percent and 37 percent 
respectively.

Two conclusions appear war-
ranted from that.  First, a college 
education does improve literacy for 
a lot of students, but second, it isn’t 
doing so as much as it used to.

Finally, the fact that such rela-
tively small percentages of college 
graduates reach the “proficient” 
level is depressing.  Our whole 
educational system consumes a 
tremendous amount of time and 
money and achieves at best medio-
cre results. 

That’s probably because most 
schools don’t bear the cost of their 
mistakes.  

Their students do.                      CJ

George C. Leef is the executive 
director of the Pope Center for Higher 
Education.
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Bats in the Belltower

The Art of the Deal
Pope Center, FIRE Find Free Speech 
in Jeopardy on UNC’s Campuses

Jon
Sanders

Our story begins in Chapel 
Hill in 2004, a year that cer-
tainly didn’t seem unusual 

at first for the University of North 
Carolina. The basketball team was 
doing well, the legislature was 
working on a budget, and univer-
sity officials were working on the 
legislators. The forecast from Cha-
pel Hill was disaster, yes disaster, 
if the state budget wasn’t friendly 
enough. It’s a disaster legislators 
are all too keenly aware 
of, being reminded of it 
yearly.

“Chapel Hill is in 
a very, very vulnerable 
situation right now,” 
Trustee Paul Fulton 
declared.

Chancellor James 
Moeser clarified, “We are 
talking about a real prob-
lem.” He saw a terrifying 
vision in which “we will 
not be able to protect instructional 
programs as we have in the past.”

Things proceeded as they al-
ways do, until late in the year when 
something truly remarkable hap-
pened. Despite being on the cusp 
of curricular crisis, Carolina took 
a risk. A UNC-CH press release of 
Nov. 12 announced the university’s 
big gamble.

“Kang named first execu-
tive arts director,” proclaimed the 
headline. The opening lines are 
destined to be the stuff of legend: 
“Emil J. Kang, former president and 
executive director of the Detroit 
Symphony Orchestra, has been 
tapped to become the University of 
North Carolina at Chapel Hill’s first 
executive director for the arts. His 
appointment begins Jan. 1, 2005.”

The press release said that 
there were “nearly 200 applicants” 
for the brand-new administrator-
ship at the flagship institution with 
precarious finances. The admin-
istrator, Kang, was to manage 
the university’s performing-arts 
venues, report to the “Office of 
the Executive Vice Chancellor and 
Provost,” and “guide the univer-
sity in planning and articulating 
a comprehensive performing arts 
program and serve as an advocate 
for the performing arts on and off 
campus.” Just to be clear, the press 
release added, “Chancellor James 
Moeser initiated the university’s 
plans to create this new leadership 
position.”

Although it was not in the 
press release, other media reported 
that the new, non-instructional 
position would receive a salary of 
$170,000. 

As is the case with so many 
bold new steps, this one was 
greeted by skepticism and scrutiny. 
Harsh and mocking, even. George 
C. Leef , executive director of the 
Pope Center for Higher Education 
Reform, unkindly noted,“On the 
average, North Carolina taxpayers 
pay $843 in state income tax. That 
means that almost 202 taxpayers 
will devote their whole income tax 
liability to paying for the new direc-

tor.” 
And so the posi-

tion came to be, amid 
doubts expressed most 
uncharitably. And so it 
labored during the year 
2005. Meanwhile, the 
coming crisis loomed 
ever larger. By Novem-
ber 2005, UNC-CH told 
the Associated Press 
that budget cuts were to 
blame for the “elimina-

tion of 46 class offerings.” For some 
reason, however, the AP carelessly 
noted in the article’s lead sentence 
that there had been “more state 
funding for many priorities across 
the 16-campus system, including 
money for building repairs and 
raises for state employees” — and 
the same day, even more carelessly, 
The News & Observer of Raleigh 
reported that “UNC Chancellors’ 
raises draw ire.”

But that darkest of times 
preceded the new day dawning. 
The new, $170,000 arts directorship 
was beginning to pay dividends. 
Brilliant rays of warm, welcoming 
sunlight burst forth Dec. 6, the date 
the UNC-CH press release an-
nounced: “Rare piano expected to 
boost UNC’s arts profile.”

The risk paid off. Yes, it’s true, 
UNC-CH already had one Steinway 
D concert piano — a New York 
Steinway D. A Hamburg Stein-
way D, whose cost “varies with 
exchange rates,” is “considerably 
more expensive than a New York D, 
which retails for about $99,900.”

Let the press release explain 
the significance. “Like most U.S. 
venues, Memorial already had 
a New York Steinway D concert 
grand. Now, with the gift of a 
Hamburg Steinway D, UNC be-
comes one of the few institutions 
nationwide with both models.” The 
acquisition has the signature effect 
of “better positioning UNC to at-
tract more of the world’s top artists 
to perform in Memorial Hall.”     CJ

Jon Sanders is research editor for 
the John Locke Foundation.

By SHANNON BLOSSER
Associate Editor

RALEIGH

Thirteen University of North Caro-
lina campuses have speech code 
policies that limit free speech and 

could be overturned in court, according 
to a report released by the Pope Center 
for Higher Education Policy and The 
Foundation for Individual Rights in 
Education (FIRE).

Two other schools have speech 
codes that ban some aspect of free 
speech, while only 
Elizabeth City State 
University does not 
limit free speech. 
However, all insti-
tutions within the 
UNC system have 
nondiscrimination 
policies that violate 
the First Amend-
ment, the report said.

The report was part of an overview 
of First Amendment issues within the 
UNC system by FIRE and the Pope 
Center. Greg Lukianoff, FIRE’s interim 
president, and Samantha Harris, a pro-
gram associate, wrote the report. 

During a press conference Jan. 10, 
Lukianoff said FIRE was drawn to the 
report because the organization kept 
coming back to North Carolina to deal 
with violations of the First Amendment 
at several UNC campuses. He men-
tioned, in particular, cases such as at 
UNC-Chapel Hill, where the school has 
told Christian organizations that it can-
not discriminate against non-Christians 
in membership and leadership positions 
and a case at UNC-Greensboro involving 
so-called “free speech zones.”

The report should serve as a warn-
ing to the UNC system that should it be 
sued over the policies, it would lose the 
case, Lukianoff said.

“Today, rules and regulations that 
restrict expression or dictate matters of 
conscience are often found at college or 
university campuses—including at the 
16 schools that comprise the University 
of North Carolina System,” Lukianoff 
said. “As public institutions—agencies 
of the State of North Carolina—the uni-
versities in the UNC System are legally 
bound to uphold the First Amendment 
rights of their students and faculty. 
Unfortunately, they are failing miser-
ably.”

Some examples of violations of 
the First Amendment documented in 
the report included:

• Appalachian State University 
prohibits “insults” and “taunts” directed 
at another person.

• Fayetteville State University 
prohibits “vulgar language.”

• North Carolina Central’s speech 
code bars “statements of intolerance.”

• UNC Greensboro bans “disre-

spect for persons.”
• UNC-Chapel Hill bans “abu-

sive” or “hateful” communications
During the press conference, Sen. 

Andrew Brock, a Republican who has 
advocated academic rights reform in the 
General Assembly, joked that if schools 
enforced their own policies that fight 
songs sung at some UNC institutions 
during athletic events would not be 
allowed.

Speech codes are “something that 
needs to be addressed by the university 

system,” Brock said 
about the report.

B e s i d e s 
speech codes, the 
report examines 
nondiscrimination 
policies at each cam-
pus. In this area, ev-
ery institution had 
nondiscrimination 

policies that violated the First Amend-
ment, according to the report.

Most of the nondiscrimination 
policies regulate that student groups 
cannot discriminate against other stu-
dents in its membership and leadership 
positions. Where these policies are seen 
the most are with religious and political 
organizations that by nature market only 
to students who share a similar religious 
or political beliefs. 

UNC-Chapel Hill’s nondiscrimi-
nation policy is the center of a lawsuit 
filed by a Christian organization after 
the school denied it access because the 
group limited membership to Christians 
only. In March, a federal judge gave a 
preliminary injunction in favor of the 
Christian group.

This is the second time UNC-Cha-
pel Hill’s nondiscrimination policy has 
been challenged, according to FIRE.

Student groups have the right, 
under the First Amendment’s assembly 
clause, to associate with students who 
share their similar beliefs, Lukianoff 
said. “These things exists on the books, 
but the public hasn’t been aware of 
them,” he said.

George Leef, executive director 
of the Pope Center for Higher Educa-
tion Policy, said UNC should take this 
report seriously, even if no student or 
faculty member has made a specific 
complaint.

“UNC should treat this report the 
same way it would treat a report saying 
that there were hazardous conditions at 
many campuses,” Leef said. “It should 
act now, rather than waiting for trouble 
to develop.”

Lukianoff added that UNC could 
use this report as an opportunity to 
improve and to help other colleges 
and university across the nation with 
similar problems with speech codes and 
nondiscrimination policies that violate 
the First Amendment.                          CJ
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UNC Should Pay Closer Attention to the First Amendment

Since 1991, Carolina Journal has provided thousands of readers each month with in-depth reporting, 
informed analysis, and incisive commentary about the most pressing state and local issues in North 
Carolina. Now Carolina Journal has taken its trademark blend of news, analysis, and commentary to 
the airwaves with Carolina Journal Radio. A weekly, one-hour newsmagazine, Carolina Journal Radio
is hosted by John Hood and Donna Martinez and features a diverse mix of guests and topics. The pro-
gram is currently broadcast on 18 commercial stations – from the mountains to the coast. The Carolina 
Journal Radio Network includes these fine affiliates:

Albemarle/Concord WSPC AM 1010 Saturdays 11:00 AM
Asheville WZNN AM 1350 Saturdays 1:00 PM
Boone/Lenoir/Hickory WXIT AM 1200 Sundays 12:00 PM
Burlington WBAG AM 1150 Saturdays 9:00 AM
Chapel Hill WCHL AM 1360 Saturdays 5:00 PM
Elizabeth City WGAI AM 560 Saturdays 6:00 AM
Fayetteville WFNC AM 640 Saturdays 1:00 PM
Gastonia/Charlotte WZRH AM 960 Saturdays 1:00 PM
Goldsboro WGBR AM 1150 Saturdays 12:00 PM

            Greensboro/Burlington WSML AM 1200 Saturdays 12:00 PM
Hendersonville WHKP AM 1450 Sundays 5:00 PM
Jacksonville WJNC AM 1240 Sundays 7:00 PM
Lumberton WFNC FM 102.3 Saturdays 1:00 PM
Newport/New Bern WTKF FM 107.3 Sundays 7:00 PM
Salisbury WSTP AM 1490 Saturdays 11:00 AM
Siler City WNCA AM 1570 Sundays 6:00 AM
Southern Pines WEEB AM 990 Wednesdays 8:00 AM
Whiteville WTXY AM 1540 Tuesdays 10:00 AM
Wilmington WAAV AM 980 Saturdays 1:00 PM

            Winston-Salem/Triad WSJS AM 600 Saturdays 12:00 PM

                             For more information, visit www.CarolinaJournal.com/CJRadio

By GREG LUKIANOFF
PHILADELPHIA

U.S. Supreme Court Justice Robert 
Jackson wrote in the landmark 
case of West Virginia State Board 

of Education v. Barnette (1943) that “if 
there is any fixed star in our constitu-
tional constellation, it is that no official, 
high or petty, can prescribe what shall 
be orthodox in politics, nationalism, 
religion, or other matters of opinion 
or force citizens to confess by word or 
act their faith therein. If there are any 
circumstances which permit an excep-
tion, they do not now occur to us.” His 
words were a ringing affirmation of the 
freedoms of conscience and expression 
that are central to American liberty. 

Unfortunately, however, the 
notion that the government may not 
dictate what people may express or 
believe about controversial subjects 
has remained hotly contested. Those in 
power inevitably find it convenient to 
restrict expression or even dictate mat-
ters of conscience in order to ensure a 
more “just,” “fair,” or “orderly” society 
or organization. 

Today, rules and regulations that 
restrict expression or dictate matters of 
conscience are often found at college or 
university campuses—including at the 
16 schools that comprise the University 
of North Carolina System. As public in-
stitutions—agencies of the State of North 
Carolina—the universities in the UNC 
System are legally bound to uphold the 
First Amendment rights of their students 
and faculty. Unfortunately, they are fail-
ing miserably.  

My organization, the Foundation 
for Individual Rights in Education 
(FIRE) has just released a Report on the 
State of the First Amendment in the 
University of North Carolina System. 
The Report, written with support from 

the Pope Center 
for Higher Ed-
ucation Policy, 
serves to educate 
the public about 
the widespread 
abuse of First 
A m e n d m e n t 
rights within 
the UNC System, 
and to put North 
Carolina’s public 
colleges and uni-
versities on notice that it is unlikely—if 
not impossible—that most of the policies 
discussed in the report could survive a 
constitutional challenge. 

The study summarizes the consti-
tutional rights enjoyed by students and 
faculty in the UNC System, and details 
the ways in which many of the system’s 
member institutions have repressed 
these rights in the name of tolerance 
and civility. Our research revealed that 
13 out of the 16 schools in the UNC 
System have at least one policy that 
both clearly and substantially restricts 
freedom of speech. Two schools have 
at least one policy that could be used 
to ban or excessively regulate protected 
speech. Only one school—Elizabeth City 
State University—does not maintain any 
policies that restrict the free expression 
of its students and faculty.  

College and universities usually 
adopt restrictive speech policies because 
they are concerned about the possibility 
that some students, especially women 
and minorities, might be subjected to 
harassment. It is perfectly legitimate to 
have policies against harassment, but 
schools need to be cognizant of the fact 
that the Supreme Court has ruled that 
“harassment” has to consist of a pat-
tern of behavior that is so disruptive 
that it makes it impossible for a stu-

dent to obtain 
an education. 
While that defi-
nition has some 
“gray area” to 
it, an occasional 
comment that 
another student 
happens to find 
offensive is not 
enough to con-
stitute harass-
ment.

Unfortunately, when most schools 
write policies to control harassment, 
they use language that is so vague or 
overly broad that they wind up stifling 
speech that is protected by the First 
Amendment. When students and faculty 
members know that they might be sub-
ject to punishment if they speak without 
first checking to be sure that what they 
want to say can’t be construed as a 
speech violation, the result is a campus 
where self-censorship hinders the robust 
exchange of ideas. 

The following are some examples 
of unconstitutional policies in force in 
the UNC System:

•  Appalachian State University 
prohibits “insults” and “taunts” directed 
at another person.

•  East Carolina University pro-
hibits “using abusive, obscene, vulgar, 
loud, or disruptive language or conduct 
directed toward and offensive to a 
member of or a visitor to the university 
community.”

•  Fayetteville State University 
prohibits “vulgar language.”

•  North Carolina Central Uni-
versity prohibits “statements of intoler-
ance.”

•  UNC Greensboro prohibits 
“disrespect for persons.”

•  UNC Pembroke prohibits “of-

fensive speech…of a biased or preju-
diced nature related to one’s personal 
characteristics, such as race, color, na-
tional origin, sex, religion, handicap, 
age, or sexual orientation.”

•  Winston Salem State University 
prohibits the use of “offensive language” 
over e-mail.

There is evidence that UNC Sys-
tem institutions are willing to uncon-
stitutionally punish their students for 
engaging in protected expression. UNC 
Greensboro recently sought to punish a 
group of students for holding a protest 
outside the university’s two small “free 
speech areas.” Ironically, the students 
were actually protesting the existence 
of those very “free speech areas.” For 
exercising their First Amendment rights, 
the students were charged with a “vio-
lation of Respect” and threatened with 
punishment. Fortunately, the adminis-
tration has now backed down from those 
charges and is reviewing its restrictive 
“speech zone” policy.

Although there have been similar 
First Amendment incidents at only a 
few other UNC campuses, court prec-
edents make it clear that most if not 
all of the codes and policies examined 
would be declared unconstitutional if 
challenged.

The General Assembly, the courts, 
or the UNC system should act to cleanse 
the system of unconstitutional restric-
tions on freedom of expression. 

UNC prides itself on being the first 
state university in the United States. 
It could take even more pride in be-
ing the first state university system to 
wipe out all First Amendment-inhibit-
ing codes and policies.                        CJ

Greg Lukianoff is the interim president 
of FIRE.
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Town and County Report Documents Growth in Cost of Government
Durham eminent domain

The Durham Board of County 
Commissioners has voted to use 
eminent domain to acquire the 
property of a family-owned funeral 
home. The Scarborough & Hargett 
Funeral Home has operated in Dur-
ham for 105 years and its owners 
contend that they might not be able 
to successfully relocate the business 
if it is forced off its site, the The News 
& Observer of Raleigh reports.

Durham County wants to 
build a new courthouse. Its cost 
was estimated at more than $80 
million. A total of $2.8 million was 
budgeted to acquire the Scarbor-
ough & Hargett property and an 
adjoining U-Haul dealership.

“If you take this property, it 
will create tremendous hardships 
for the Scarboroughs,” William 
Thomas, a lawyer representing J. 
C. “Skeepie” Scarborough, owner 
of the funeral home, said to the 
commission. “This is not in the 
abstract. This is very real.”

 “This is a no-win situation. 
Nobody wants to run anyone 
out of business,” said Durham 
County Commissioner Lewis 
Cheek. “Sometimes you have to 
make decisions you’d just as soon 
not make, and you have to make 
them knowing some folks will be 
hurt by them.”

Alleghany zoning lawsuit

A Tennessee-based company 
is suing Alleghany County, con-
tending the county violated state 
law in adopting a polluting indus-
tries ordinance specifically to keep 
it out. The company, Maymead 
Materials, had announced plans 
to build an asphalt plant in the 
county. 

“It [the ordinance] was tai-
lored to keep us from using our 
property that we purchased,” 
Maymead Materials Vice President 
Wiley B. Roark, said to The Winston-
Salem Journal.

In July, Maymead Materials 
announced plans to build an as-
phalt plant on land it had bought 
in Laurel Springs. At the time, the 
county did not have a zoning ordi-
nance. In response to Maymead’s 
plans, the county adopted regula-
tions that prohibit polluting indus-
tries within 2,000 feet of churches, 
homes, and school. The proposed 
asphalt plant is less than 1,000 feet 
from a church and a home.

In its lawsuit, the company 
contends the county did not follow 
proper procedures in adopting the 
ordinance. County officials stand 
by their action.                       CJ

By MICHAEL LOWREY
Associate Editor

CHARLOTTE

A new John Locke Foundation report highlights the 
ever-increasing cost of local government that North 
Carolina’s citizen-taxpayers pay. The report, By The 

Numbers, calculates the local tax burden in each of the state’s 
counties and municipalities. For fiscal 2003-2004, the average 
North Carolinian paid about $17 more for local government, 
after adjusting for inflation, than they did a year ago.

Calculating burdens

Local governments in North Carolina are required to 
file audited financial statements with the Department of 
State Treasurer each year. By the Numbers builds upon this 
information, which is available online at www.nctreasurer.
com/DSTHome/StateAndLocalGov/AuditingAndReport 
ing/AFIR.htm.

By The Numbers examines property tax, sales tax, and 
total local-government collections of all taxes and fees for 
counties and municipalities for fiscal 2003-2004, the latest year 
for which data is available. For each of the three categories, a 
revenue per-capita figure was computed. Countywide figures 
also were calculated as a percentage of per-capita personal 
income.

Counties are also ranked against each other for both 
the per-capita collection and collections as a percentage of 
personal-income categories. Municipalities are sorted by 
population and ranked within four population ranges (un-
der 1,000 population; 1,000-4,999; 5,000-24,999; and 25,000 
and over).

The report also calculates the dollar amount and as a 
percent of personal income that a typical resident of each 
county would pay in taxes and fees to local governments.

For comparison, figures for the previous year are also 
included in the report.

While By the Numbers shows the 
cost of local government, it does not 
attempt to measure the quantity or 
quality of services provided in exchange 
for those dollars. Nor does the report 
consider the additional out-of-pocket 
costs to individuals for services that their 
local government might not provide. In 
unincorporated areas, for example, hom-
eowners may have to contract privately 
for garbage pickup, while those living 
in a town or city may well receive this 
service, paid for through their municipal 
property and other taxes. Municipalities 
might also use some of their tax dollars 
to provide a higher quality of fire protec-
tion, which might translate into lower 
homeowners insurance rates. 

Importantly, this means that 
whether a jurisdiction is ranked high 
or low in cost of government is not 
the end of the debate over fiscal policy 
— it is merely the beginning. Citizens 
of North Carolina’s cities and counties 
must decide whether the services they 
receive are worth the price they and 
their fellow residential and business taxpayers are paying 
in local taxes and fees.

Burdens up

In fiscal 2003–2004, the typical resident of the median 
county in North Carolina paid $1,088 in taxes and fees to 
county and municipal governments. This accounted for 4.64 
percent of personal income and a 5.1 percent increase over 
2002–2003, when collections were an inflation-adjusted $1,071. 

Collections in 2001–2002 were $1,016 per capita. The total 
cost of local government as a percentage of income shows a 
similar increase.

Because many of the counties with 
the highest tax burdens were also among 
the state’s most populous counties, 4.84 
percent of the average North Carolinian’s 
personal income went toward the cost 
of local government in 2003-04.

North Carolina localities collected 
$5.93 billion in property taxes, $2.18 
billion in sales tax revenues, and $2.19 
billion in other nonutility taxes and fees 
in 2003-2004. Water-sewer fees and sales 
came to an additional $1.47 billion.

There was a change in the relative 
share of these revenue sources in fiscal 
2003-2004. While property-tax revenues 
were up by $340 million — and grew at 
a rate significantly faster than inflation 
and population growth — they were not 
the largest source of additional revenue 
for localities. Sales-tax revenues were up 
by even more, $448 million, the result of 
higher local sales tax rates authorized by 
the General Assembly and a somewhat 
stronger economy. These gains were 
offset by a $124 million reduction in 
other non-utility taxes and fees revenues; 
collections from these sources had ex-

panded rapidly in 2002-2003 while many localities struggled 
to balance their budgets. 

High and low burdens

Dare County residents paid the highest amount in taxes 
and fees to local government ($3,573 per capita). Currituck 
($2,281), Mecklenburg ($2,263), Brunswick ($1,949), and New 

Combined City and County Tax Burdens Per
Person for N.C. Cities of Population 25,000+

  1
  2
  3
  4
  5
  6
  7
  8
  9
10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
26

Charlotte
Wilmington
Asheville
Durham
Chapel Hill
Cary
Hickory
Winston-Salem
Huntersville
Raleigh
Greensboro
Apex
High Point
Salisbury
Monroe
Concord
Gastonia
Wilson
Greenville
Fayetteville
Burlington
Rocky Mount
Kannapolis
Goldsboro
Thomasville
Jacksonville

$2,185.13
$1,919.39
$1,819.31
$1,777.88
$1,771.11
$1,756.73
$1,747.22
$1,692.86
$1,687.88
$1,680.40
$1,669.02
$1,631.55
$1,618.93
$1,521.40
$1,477.19
$1,448.38
$1,427.43
$1,397.84
$1,367.40
$1,354.32
$1,253.36
$1,222.37
$1,161.10
$1,156.96
$1,130.60
$960.03

$1,231.09
$1,120.90
$1,000.26
$1,066.42
$1,165.47
$1,033.75
$   974.64
$   929.62
$1,109.39
$   943.40
$   971.74
$   975.73
$   990.43
$   901.27
$   742.44
$   896.96
$   888.61
$   731.54
$   638.15
$   744.31
$   734.27
$   669.15
$   714.39
$   616.46
$   630.92
$   399.20

$427.28
$381.77
$398.33
$325.80
$312.81
$317.25
$361.60
$320.56
$307.39
$321.36
$318.04
$316.60
$308.67
$305.48
$299.43
$332.25
$291.42
$260.39
$305.14
$313.94
$302.18
$291.89
$282.36
$289.95
$319.57
$302.61

Note: Total revenues include property tax, sales tax, and other 
revenues collected by local governments.

Rank City
Total 

Revenues

Property 
Tax 

Revenues
Sales Tax 
Revenues

Continued as “Report” on Page 17

North Carolina locali-
ties collected $5.93 
billion in property 
taxes, $2.18 billion in 
sales tax revenues, 
and $2.19 billion in 
other non-utility taxes 
and fees in 2003-2004. 
Water-sewer fees and 
sales came to an addi-
tional $1.47 billion.
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Annual ‘Numbers’ Report

Combined Local Tax Burden for
 Average Taxpayer, Ranked by County

  1
  2
  3
  4
  5
  6
  7
  8
  9
10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
26
27
28
29
30
31
32
33
34
35
36
37
38
39
40
41
42
43
44
45
46
47
48
49
50
51
52
53
54
55
56
57
58
59
60
61
62
63
64
65
66
67
68
69
70
71
72
73
74
75
76
77
78
79
80
81
82
83
84
85
86
87
88
89
90
91
92
93
94
95
96
97
98
99
100

Dare
Currituck
Mecklenburg
Brunswick
New Hanover
Durham
Hyde
Wake
Orange
Guilford
Bladen
Forsyth
Carteret
Wilson
Lee
Catawba
Buncombe
Macon
Cabarrus
Gaston
Watauga
Transylvania
Moore
Pitt
Johnston
Edgecombe
Avery
Pasquotank
Craven
Haywood
Beaufort
Alamance
Tyrrell
Chatham
Iredell
Vance
Rockingham
Cumberland
Person
Martin
Chowan
Nash
Rowan
Scotland
Union
Polk
Stanly
Lincoln
Pender
Henderson
Perquimans
Lenoir
Northampton
Davie
Warren
Hertford
Franklin
Richmond
Halifax
Surry
Washington
Anson
Graham
Duplin
Jackson
Alleghany
Rutherford
Harnett
Montgomery
Pamlico
Mitchell
Caldwell
Burke
Wayne
Onslow
Wilkes
Bertie
Cherokee
Cleveland
Robeson
Columbus
Davidson
Clay
Randolph
Ashe
Granville
Camden
Sampson
McDowell
Yadkin
Yancey
Swain
Stokes
Jones
Greene
Hoke
Caswell
Gates
Madison
Alexander

$3,572.81
$2,280.73
$2,262.54
$1,948.89
$1,931.90
$1,881.07
$1,865.39
$1,705.32
$1,661.07
$1,658.56
$1,646.53
$1,580.71
$1,525.35
$1,424.40
$1,409.11
$1,405.18
$1,404.71
$1,403.50
$1,394.29
$1,378.85
$1,361.31
$1,319.70
$1,292.89
$1,268.66
$1,268.32
$1,266.67
$1,256.92
$1,254.06
$1,235.65
$1,213.60
$1,212.54
$1,182.50
$1,175.56
$1,172.77
$1,172.16
$1,172.01
$1,171.60
$1,169.33
$1,157.77
$1,154.60
$1,139.71
$1,136.40
$1,132.91
$1,132.39
$1,127.55
$1,113.08
$1,107.09
$1,102.58
$1,093.07
$1,089.35
$1,085.91
$1,064.72
$1,061.50
$1,061.42
$1,055.75
$1,049.02
$1,039.48
$1,032.95
$1,032.03
$1,030.07
$1,023.51
$1,012.59
$1,008.81
$1,000.88
$   995.68
$   990.47
$   984.02
$   983.67
$   982.76
$   961.76
$   936.61
$   936.10
$   932.96
$   925.29
$   916.33
$   915.61
$   906.05
$   905.31
$   904.86
$   894.21
$   893.16
$   886.07
$   879.29
$   862.16
$   860.59
$   854.77
$   843.02
$   824.44
$   806.24
$   800.48
$   774.99
$   770.00
$   769.81
$   761.91
$   741.05
$   709.89
$   706.57
$   683.37
$   665.38
$   657.08

12.13%
8.58%
5.90%
8.09%
6.53%
6.04%
9.07%
4.75%
4.86%
5.22%
7.75%
4.93%
5.40%
5.67%
5.09%
5.31%
5.07%
5.91%
4.67%
4.99%
5.56%
5.22%
4.04%
4.93%
4.92%
5.67%
5.36%
5.63%
4.40%
4.99%
5.20%
4.54%
6.16%
3.64%
4.32%
5.43%
5.03%
4.29%
4.86%
5.19%
4.62%
4.27%
4.47%
5.26%
4.21%
3.45%
4.74%
4.59%
5.09%
3.85%
4.94%
4.41%
4.70%
3.64%
5.87%
5.24%
4.28%
4.92%
5.08%
4.28%
4.82%
4.76%
4.69%
4.81%
4.42%
4.12%
4.32%
4.31%
4.43%
3.89%
4.71%
3.71%
3.99%
3.92%
3.46%
3.72%
4.35%
4.69%
3.85%
4.79%
3.93%
3.40%
4.07%
3.65%
3.63%
3.99%
3.26%
3.84%
3.84%
3.35%
3.93%
3.89%
3.26%
3.41%
3.52%
4.03%
3.33%
3.36%
3.08%
2.68%

RankCounty
Tax Burden
Per Capita

Tax Burden 
As Percent
of Income

  1
  3
10
  4
  6
  8
  2
44
39
23
  5
34
17
13
26
19
29
  9
50
32
15
22
70
35
37
12
18
14
58
31
24
53
  7
87
61
16
30
63
38
25
51
66
54
20
67
91
45
52
27
79
33
57
47
86
11
21
64
36
28
65
40
43
49
41
56
68
60
62
55
78
46
84
73
76
90
83
59
48
80
42
75
93
69
85
88
72
98
81
82
95
74
77
97
92
89
71
96
94
99
100

Rank

Report Shows
Government
Costing More

Hanover ($1,932) also rank 
in the top five in revenue 
collected per capita by 
county and municipal gov-
ernments. The results for 
Dare and Currituck reflect, 
in part, their popularity 
as vacation destinations, 
with relatively small per-
manent populations for 
the property tax base that 
exists there.

Alexander ($657), 
Madison ($665), Gates 
($683), Caswell ($706), 
and Hoke ($710) county 
residents paid the lowest 
average amounts in taxes 
and fees to local govern-
ments.

The results were 
somewhat different when 
looking at the local tax 
burden as a percentage 
of personal income. Dare 
County again leads the 
way with county and mu-
nicipal revenue accounting 
for 12.13 percent of per-
capita personal income. 
Second through fifth were 
Hyde (9.07 percent of per-
capita personal income), 
Currituck (8.58 percent), 
Brunswick (8.09 percent), 
and Bladen (7.75 percent) 
counties.

By comparison, taxes 
and fees collected by local 
government accounted for 
2.68 percent of personal 
per-capita income in Alex-
ander County. Second-low-
est was Madison County 
at 3.08 percent of personal 
per-capita income. In nine 
other counties, total collec-
tions were at 3.5 percent of 
per-capita personal income 
or less.

Among the 26 cities 
with populations over 
25,000, Charlotte had the 
highest combined city-
county tax and fee collec-
tions per capita. Wilming-
ton, Asheville, Durham, 
and Chapel Hill were also 
in the top five. The lowest 
per-capita collections were 
in Jacksonville, followed by 
Thomasville, Goldsboro, 
Kannapolis, and Rocky 
Mount.

The entire By the Num-
bers report is available on 
line at www.johnlocke.
org/policy_reports/   CJ

Continued from Page 16

Source: Department of State Treasurer

The Center for Local Innova-
tion has just released its 
annual By the Numbers report 

(see pages 16 and 17). The report 
summarizes information from the 
state Treasury Department about 
the cost of local government for the 
most recent year available (in this 
case 2003-04). It is an arduous task 
at best and author Michael Lowrey 
is to be commended. Inevitably 
the report generates 
a great deal of debate 
across the state and 
many localities feel 
unfairly judged by the 
report because some 
officials think it mis-
characterizes their tax 
burdens and may not 
reflect localities’ true 
quality of life.

There are many 
more legitimate cri-
tiques of the report, 
but it is the best way 
for citizens and the press to have 
some idea about how much money 
is going to local government. It 
is also a useful tool to recognize 
quickly the differences in popula-
tion, annual average salaries, and 
other facts by 
comparison 
statewide.

  As 
expected, the 
report contin-
ues to show 
that the cost of 
local govern-
ment is rising. 
It is rising in 
actual numbers 
and even as a 
percentage of 
people’s incomes. It is rising faster 
than inflation. It is rising faster than 
population growth. And without 
sounding like a Dr. Seuss book, it 
is important to note what is going 
on. More often than not, we hear 
sporadic stories about a tax increase 
here and there, but the report shows 
that it is an upward trend.

We can debate the reasons for 
this and would probably agree that 
one of the most egregious reasons 
is the ridiculous mandate of having 
counties pay for part of Medicaid.  
It’s simply appalling and an embar-
rassment to our state. This policy 
will change. It’s simply a matter of 
time, but it will change.

But there are additional 
reasons that are more the result 
of social creep than an insidious 
conspiracy to deprive you of your 
income. The belief that a new 
program will dramatically improve 

quality of life in and of itself isn’t in-
herently wrong, but the problem is 
that boards change hands, manag-
ers leave, staff turns over, and there 
is rarely a review, at the program 
level, of what should be phased out 
or simply stopped.

There isn’t a real requirement 
to prove that funding is neces-
sary. We simply grab the previous 
budget, add a few new program 

ideas, add in the oppres-
sive mandates from the 
General Assembly and 
— poof! —a new budget 
pops out that not only 
spends the additional tax 
base but also requires an-
other tax increase. And, 
no, I’m not forgetting 
about education, but it is 
subject to much the same 
duress.

As I toured the 
state earlier this year, I 
pointed out that in the 

2003-’04 budget year, 35 counties 
had increased property taxes, in 
‘04-’05, 32 counties followed suit, 
in ‘05-’06, 45 counties increased 
taxes. In fact, 19 counties this past 
year had tax increases of more than 

10 percent. I 
often say the 
fact that only 
32 counties 
increased taxes 
in ‘04-’05 was 
because it was 
an election 
year. I predict 
fewer than 45 
will increase 
them this year 
for the same 
reason.

There are many innovative 
ways we can improve government 
at the local level. Performance man-
agement actually improves morale, 
increases responsiveness to public 
concern, saves money, and rewards 
hard work. Competitive sourcing 
tests the way local government 
spends money for services by ensur-
ing that anything that can be done 
in a competitive way is done so. As 
we approach yet another budget 
cycle, we should be always vigilant 
in looking for ways to phase out 
outdated programs, reluctant to cre-
ate new programs, and desirous of 
ways to limit the growth of our local 
bureaucracies.                                   CJ

Chad Adams is vice chairman of 
the Lee County Board of Commission-
ers and director of the Center for Local 
Innovation. Visit www.LocalInnova-
tion.com.

We hear sporadic sto-

ries about a tax increase 

here and there, but the 

report shows that it is an 

upward trend.
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Cash-Out on Toll Roads

Fuel costs, hurricanes blamed

Winter Beach-Maintenance
Work Hampered By Demand
By MICHAEL LOWREY
Associate Editor

CHARLOTTE

Visitors to North Carolina’s coast 
might notice that some beaches 
are not at their best this coming 

summer. Strong demand elsewhere for 
beach renourishment and dredging work 
might limit the amount of work being 
done in North Carolina this winter. 

“There’s no doubt we’re going to 
have to do some more Band-Aid projects 
to the beach to see us through,” Wrights-
ville Beach Town Manager Bob Simpson 
said to The Wilmington Star.

The Army Corps of Engineers 
put a project up for bid to renourish 
Wrightsville Beach, Ocean Island Beach, 
and Masonboro Island. The Corp’s got 
a single bid on the project — at a cost 
65 percent over the Corp’s estimate for 
the project. Corp guidelines prohibit it 
from accepting bids that are more than 
25 percent over its estimates. 

A project to dredge sand from the 
Morehead City harbor onto part of Bogue 
Banks also came in nearly 60 percent 
over the Corp’s estimates.

Strong demand for dredging in 
hurricane-ravaged areas plus the high 
cost of fuel are blamed in part for the 
high bids. 

When dredging can be done is 
severely limited by environmental 
regulations, including those aimed at 
protecting nesting sea turtles. Generally, 
dredging is not allowed between about 
April and November. Any significant 
delays in getting projects approved at 
this stage would push operations back 
to at least next fall.

Creedmoor annexation 

The prospect of the town of Creed-
moor annexing Butner-area residents has  
upset some of them and led to promises 
they will fight the action in court. While 
opposition to involuntary annexation 
is common, this case has some unusual 
aspects to it, The Herald-Sun of Durham 
reports.

Butner, unlike other unincorpo-
rated areas, already receives police and 
fire protection — from a former military 
base currently run by the state. It has 
a citizens’ advisory council. And local 
residents think that growth west of 
Creedmoor along N.C. 56 toward Inter-
state 85 is the result of their activities, not 
because of the town of Creedmoor.

“People are angry. People are an-
gry. They’re bitter,” said Sharon Ladd at 
an anti-annexation protest in January. 
Ladd manages an apartment complex 
along N.C. 56, in the area Creedmoor 
wants to annex.

Rep. Jim Crawford, D-Oxford, 

spoke at the meeting. He noted that 
soon the entire immediate area would 
be urbanized.

“If we can push Creedmoor out 
in three other directions and leave this 
direction alone, we’d be a whole lot 
better off. Butner has been servicing 
this area, and I frankly don’t feel like 
it’s right for somebody to come in and 
take something that has been serviced 
by a whole other area,” he said.

Charlotte baseball stadium?

For years, Charlotte’s minor 
baseball team, the Class AAA Charlotte 
Knights, has, despite their name, actu-
ally played their home games across the 
state line in Fort Mill, S.C. For several 
years, uptown-Charlotte interests and 
the team’s owner have wanted the team 
to move back to its namesake city. The 
hangup has been ownership’s demand 
that local government finance a large 
portion of a new stadium and Charlotte 
and Mecklenburg County’s inability and  
unwillingness to do so.

A new proposal, though, might 
bring the Knights to Charlotte. It in-
volves a complicated land swap between 
the city, county, and private interests. The 
city would give the land it acquires in 
the trade to the Knights to use as a site 
for their stadium. The city would also 
provide infrastructure improvements. 
The cost to the city is estimated at $5 
million.

Knights majority owner Don Bea-
ver has previously been unwilling to pay 
more than half the cost of a new stadium. 
The proposal would allow him to keep 
the several hundred thousand dollars 
a year in property taxes that he would 
otherwise have to pay and use them to 
help fund stadium construction.

“As we follow the money on this 
thing, we ought to make sure that it’s 
really screwed down tight,” said coun-
cil member Andy Dulin, as quoted by 
The Charlotte Observer, in joining fel-
low city council members in voting to 
study the idea further.                            CJ

Winter work on beaches is hampered by 
strong demand elsewhere.

State and local governments are 
singing a new tune in operat-
ing toll roads: selling or leasing 

them for cash and letting private com-
panies run them, Dennis Cauchon 
reports in USA Today.

The governments plan to use 
money from the transactions to build 
new roads, repair old ones, or pay for 
other programs. 

The idea has caught fire since 
Chicago leased its Skyway, an eight-
mile elevated highway that carries 
traffic from the city to the Indiana bor-
der, for $1.8 billion in cash to Spanish 
and Australian investors in January 
2005. The Skyway had lost money for 
decades and only recently had turned 
profitable, generating $40 million in 
tolls and $20 million in profits last 
year. The price for the 99-year lease 
was more than twice as much as any 
other company bid. 

Now other governments around 
the country are examining what their 
toll roads are worth and wondering 
whether they can get a Chicago-style 
windfall  or at least a good deal. 

Indiana would connect an inter-
state across northern Indiana to the 
Chicago Skyway and operate it as a 
toll road; the state is soliciting bids 
that are likely to top $2 billion. 

Harris County, Texas operates 
83 miles of toll roads in the Hous-
ton area that could be worth more 
than $10 billion; investment banker 
Goldman Sachs told county commis-
sioners in September that the system 
could generate a $7 billion up-front 
payment. 

Virginia plans to lease its 14-
mile road near Washington, D.C., for 
50 years; the state is studying four 
bids of about $1 billion each. 

Motown loses its mojo

With an accumulated deficit 
of $300 million, union opposition 
to reform and a bond rating rapidly 
approaching junk status, Detroit is 
in crisis. As Joseph Harris, the city’s 
auditor general until he was term-
limited out of office in December, 
flatly declared, “Insolvency is certain. 
The only question is the timing of the 
inevitable.”

Detroit’s population has de-
clined to less than 900,000 from a 
peak of more than 1.8 million after 
World War II. The near-collapse of 
General Motors, Ford, and their major 
suppliers is posing a big drag on city 
finances.

So why not declare the city 

bankrupt? It’s just not that easy, even 
if Detroit were to meet the qualifica-
tions for bankruptcy, says Tom Bray, 
a Detroit News columnist writing in 
the Wall Street Journal.

Under the U.S. Constitution, 
only a federal judge can abrogate 
the labor contracts sinking Detroit 
and other cities, but out of respect 
for federalism, courts have ruled that 
municipalities can enter bankruptcy 
only if the affected state agrees. 

To get to that point, many 
states require troubled municipali-
ties to undergo time-consuming and 
ineffectual insolvency procedures of 
their own.

But Detroit has little choice. In 
the past, it could always hope for a 
bailout. But this time around, it can’t 
expect much help from the state, 
which is running a large structural 
deficit of its own, or the federal gov-
ernment, which long ago dropped out 
of the ”Model City” business.

Santa Fe living wage 

In June 2004 Santa Fe became 
one of three cities in the United States 
to pass a city-wide minimum wage 
applying to private businesses. The 
city’s increase to $8.50 an hour — a 65 
percent increase — affected all busi-
nesses within city limits employing 
more the 25 people. 

Aaron Yelowitz of the Univer-
sity of Kentucky found that Santa Fe’s 
minimum wage had significant and 
negative effects on the labor market. 
Even more troubling, he found that 
the negative effects of the wage 
increase were concentrated on the 
least-skilled members of the economy 
— the very individuals the increase 
was intended to help. 

Yelowitz found that the likeli-
hood of unemployment for em-
ployees in Santa Fe increased by 
3.3 percent. For less-educated em-
ployees, however, the results were 
much larger, with their likelihood of 
unemployment increasing 8.3 per-
centage points. 

The usual hours of work fell by 
one hour for the full sample and 3.2 
hours for less-educated individuals. 

 There was significant evidence 
to suggest the displacement of adult 
employees by unmarried high-
school-age employees. 

These are all unintended con-
sequences that should give pause to 
any claims of success of the ordinance, 
says Yelowitz.  

Yelowitz’s study is available 
online at www.epionline.org/study_
detail.cfm?sid=91.                           CJ
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Locke Report Says Asheville Civic Center Should Be Sold

North Carolina’s Most-Watched Political Talk Show Appears on 
Television Stations Across the State

BuT WhAT If You MISS IT?
Now NC SPIN – featuring Carolina Journal’s John hood, host Tom Campbell, and 

commentators from across the political spectrum – is now rebroadcast weekly on many 
fine radio stations across North Carolina:

Asheville WZNN	 AM	1350	 Sundays	 9:30 AM

	 Durham	 WDNC	 AM	 620	 Sundays	 8:00 AM

	 Gastonia/Charlotte	 WZRH	 AM	 960	 Saturdays	 1:00 PM

	 Goldsboro	 WGBR	 AM	1150	 Sundays	 4:00 PM

	 Greenville	 WNCT	 AM	1070	 Wednesdays	 6:30 PM

	 Kings Mountain	 WKMT	 AM	1220	 Saturdays	 8:30 AM

	 Laurinburg	 WLLC	 AM	1300	 Sundays	 10:00 AM

	 Monroe/Charlotte	 WXNC	 AM	1060	 Sundays	 7:30 AM

	 Outer Banks	 WYND	 FM	 97.1	 Sundays	 8:00 AM

	 Raleigh	 WDNZ	 AM	 570	 Sundays	 7:00 AM
	 	 	 	 	 9:00 AM

	 Rocky Mount	 WEED	 AM	1390	 Mondays	 9:30 AM

	 Salisbury	 WSTP	 AM	1490	 Saturdays	 11:00 AM

	 Smithfield	 WMPM	 AM	1270	 Sundays	 5:00 PM

	 Wilmington	 WAAV	 AM	 980	 Saturdays	 12:30 PM

More stations are joining the network soon. Visit www.NCSPIN.com for updates.

Purchase Your Copy Today!

Here’s Where I Stand

by Senator Jesse Helms

Available at your local
bookstore 

or visit
www.jessehelms.com

Visit www.jessehelms.com

By DON CARRINGTON
Executive Editor

ASHVILLE

Asheville should sell its deteriorat-
ing, money-losing Civic Center 
to a private company in order to 

better protect taxpayers and serve users, 
according to a policy report recently re-
leased by the John Locke Foundation.

Research Director Michael Sanera 
and research intern Travis Fisher au-
thored the report, “Solving Asheville’s 
Civic Center Dilemma: Making Lemon-
ade Out of a Lemon.”

Located in downtown Asheville, 
the Civic Center is comprised of an 
arena, banquet hall, auditorium, and 
exhibit hall. The original structure, the 
Municipal Auditorium, was built in the 
late 1930s and opened in 1940. It was 
renovated and renamed the Thomas 
Wolfe Auditorium in 1974. That year an 
arena and exhibit hall were added. The 
complex has not been renovated since, 
and sporadic maintenance has led to 
significant deterioration of the facility.

Last year the Civic Center Commis-
sion issued a report on the deterioration, 
which led the City Council to create 
a Civic Center Task Force to develop 
recommendations for the future of the 
facility. Sanera said the purpose of his 
paper was to encourage the council 
and Asheville citizens to consider all 
options. 

The Locke report cited several 
maintenance issues from the city report. 
The auditorium needs a new roof, wiring, 
and seating. The leaky roof is a significant 
health and safety concern because rain-
water creates interior mold and weakens 
the structural integrity of the structure. 
Rainwater has stained the interior walls 
and ceilings. The arena’s ice-making 
equipment for skating and hockey is 
outdated and expensive to operate. 

The seating 
is old and 
the sound 
system inad-
equate. The 
scoreboard 
is extremely 
difficult for 
patrons to 
read .  The 
exhibit-hall 
lighting, elec-
trical system, 
and telecom-
munication 
links are in-
adequate for 
exhibitors.

According to the Locke report, a 
2002 study by Heery International for 
the city recommended improvements to 
the complex that would cost $73 million 
to $115 million. 

The report also detailed how the 
Civic Center has lost almost $1 million 
per year on operations since 2000. One 
reason for the losses is the Civic Center’s 
low utilization rate. With four venues 
that could be used every day of the year, 
the utilization rate is only 14 percent. 

The report shows that govern-
ments across the country and around 
the world are selling government-owned 
enterprises at an increasing rate. They 
have sold stadiums, convention centers, 
parking structures, airports, and waste-
water systems.

“First and foremost, one must 
recognize that the Asheville Civic Cen-
ter doesn’t perform any functions that 
are fundamentally different from those 
performed by private movie theaters, 
roller skating rinks, or hotel meeting 
rooms,” the authors wrote.

Cities sell public property for 
three financial reasons: to eliminate 

yearly oper-
ating losses, 
to gain cash 
from the sale, 
and to gain 
addi t iona l 
revenue from 
p r o p e r t y 
taxes paid 
by private 
owners. All 
three reasons 
apply to the 
A s h e v i l l e 
Civic Center 
situation.

By sell-
ing the Civic Center, the city would 
immediately gain needed funds from 
the sale of the property, because even a 
badly deteriorating facility is likely to 
bring a multi-million-dollar price. The 
yearly losses of about $1 million would 
be eliminated, freeing up nearly 1 per-
cent of the city budget for essential ser-
vices such as police and fire protection. 
The city would also gain an immediate 
revenue stream from the property taxes 
paid by the private owner.

In addition, by selling the facility 
the city would be free of the renovation 
and modernization costs they are now 
facing. Those costs would have to be 
passed on to local taxpayers.

Selling the Civic Center is also 
justified because it would eliminate 
current inequities. Since 2000, the aver-
age Asheville resident has been taxed 
$82.42, or $329.68 for a family of four, to 
cover the Civic Center losses regardless 
of whether that citizen attended events. 
Asheville taxpayers paid an average 
subsidy of $7,473 per event over the 
last three years for events attended by 
a fraction of tax-paying Asheville resi-
dents and by nonresidents who had paid 

no city taxes. Private ownership would 
eliminate these inequities, according to 
the report

The report also discusses options 
and procedures for actually selling the 
center. The city should hire consulting 
firms to determine the value of the 
property and conduct the sale. Then the 
city should announce the sale, accept 
bids, and sell to the highest bidder. If 
one company did not want to buy the 
entire complex, the report suggested 
that the city could sell the facilities into 
separate transactions. The arena, exhibit 
space, and auditorium could be sold to 
different buyers.

The report cautioned the city 
against renovating the facility to get it 
ready for a sale, because the city can-
not predict the needs of all potential 
buyers.

The report concluded by saying 
that Asheville’s Civic Center dilemma 
is solvable. The city can restore the 
complex to a premier entertainment 
destination, providing quality venues 
for performances, meetings, and trade 
shows. This can be accomplished with-
out further cost to taxpayers by selling 
the facility to the private sector, where 
the operation would be more efficient 
and provide tax revenue to the city.

The study has not received en-
thusiastic support from local officials. 
Speaking to the Asheville Citizen-Times, 
Councilman Jan Davis, chairman of the 
task force, said, “Finding a buyer would 
be nearly an impossibility, but it’s an 
interesting thought.” Davis did indicate 
the task force would consider the idea 
now that he has seen the Locke report.

Max Alexander, chairman of the 
Civic Center Commission, told the paper, 
“I don’t see a buyer lurking around for 
the Civic Center, therefore I didn’t see 
it as a very serious suggestion.”       CJ

Sculptured musicians cavort at the entrance to the 
Asheville Civic Center (Photo by Bill Fishburne)



C A R O L I N A

JOURNAL20 The Learning Curve 
February 2006

From the Liberty Library

Churchill Provides a Glimpse of His Famous Family
‘Memories and Adventures’

• With Rebel-in-Chief: Inside 
the Bold and Controversial Presidency 
of George W. Bush, veteran politi-
cal reporter Fred Barnes gives an 
insider’s view of George W. Bush’s 
presidential style and shows how 
Bush’s reforms are dramatically re-
making the country and the world. 
In the process, Barnes says, the 
president is shaking up Washington 
and reshaping the conservative 
movement. Barnes gained unusual 
access to the Bush administration 
for Rebel-in-Chief, conducting one-
on-one interviews with President 
Bush, Vice President Dick Cheney 
and many other close presidential 
advisers. That access, along with 
Barnes’s extensive independent re-
porting, contributed to this updated 
look at the presidency. Learn more 
at www.randomhouse.com.

• Winston Churchill was one 
of the giants of the 20th century. As 
Britain’s prime minister from 1940 
to 1945, he led his nation and the 
world away from appeasement, 
into war, and on to triumph over 
the Axis dictators. His classic six-
volume account of those years, 
The Second World War, shaped 
perceptions of the conflict and se-
cured Churchill’s place as its most 
important chronicler. Now a book 
explains how Churchill wrote his 
masterwork, and in the process 
enhances and often revises the 
understanding of one of history’s 
most complex leaders. In Com-
mand of History: Churchill Fighting 
and Writing the Second World War, 
David Reynolds sheds new light 
on Churchill in his multiple, of-
ten overlapping roles as warrior, 
statesman, politician, and historian, 
and reveals the myriad forces that 
shaped its final form. Also from 
Random House.

• The Battle of Midway is 
considered the greatest U.S. naval 
victory, but behind the luster is 
the devastation of the American 
torpedo squadrons. Of the 51 planes 
sent to attack Japanese carriers, 
only seven returned, and of the 
127 aircrew only 29 survived. Not 
one torpedo hit its target. A story 
of avoidable mistakes and flawed 
planning, The Unknown Battle of 
Midway reveals the failures that 
led to the destruction of four tor-
pedo squadrons but were omitted 
from official naval reports. Alvin 
Kernan, who was present at the 
battle, has written a troubling but 
persuasive analysis of these and 
other little-publicized aspects of the 
great battle. More information at 
www.yalepress.yale.edu.                CJ

• Winston S. Churchill; Memories and 
Adventures; Weidenfield & Nicolson; 
New York;  1989.

By MELISSA D. MITCHELL
Contributing Editor

RALEIGH

Like his grandfather and name-
sake, Winston S. Churchill III is a 
lecturer, war correspondent, jour-

nalist, politician, historian, and author. 
The fourth of his seven books, Memoirs 
and Adventures, chronicles his family 
from the time of his parent’s marriage 
in 1939 until his father’s death June 6, 
1968. However, the book contains more 
than just young Churchill’s memories, it 
provides a behind-the scenes look into 
the relationship between Sir Winston, 
his son Randolph, and grandson.

Like his father and grandfather, 
Winston Churchill III is a historian and 
uses the correspondence between his 
family members that provides previ-
ously unknown facts about the war 
years. He also traces his family’s English 
roots to the 1600s.

Churchill undertook this book 
shortly before his 50th birthday and on 
the 25th anniversary of the death of his 
grandfather. He wanted to record his 
memories and the family history for his 
own children.

Churchill’s parents, Randolph 
Churchill and Pamela Digby, met on 
a blind date and married three weeks 
later on Oct. 4, 1939. During the war 
years many couples, facing the threat 
of death, married quickly. Many people, 
including Digby’s parents and Randolph 
Churchill’s grandmother and best friend, 
opposed the marriage. Their misgivings 
were realized when the couple divorced 
six years later.

Until his death, Randolph Churchill 
could be a difficult individual who lived 
on the edge of economic disaster. When 
the younger Churchill was only 2, his fa-
ther lost a great deal of money gambling 
and Pamela was forced to secure a loan 
for repayment. At this point, she realized 
that she would always be responsible for 
her and her son’s economic welfare.

Winston S. Churchill III was born 
at Chequers, the country residence of 
Britain’s prime minister, on Oct. 4, 1940. 
He thinks that the place of his birth is 
appropriate for one who wanted a career 
in journalism, “where being in the right 
place at the right time is of the essence.” 
Children born at this time in England 
are known as “Blitz Babies.” While 
his father served in the military, the 
younger Churchill and his mother lived 
in London and he remembers the nightly 
bombings and trips to the shelters. As a 
child growing up in wartime and post-
war London, at age 15 he visited New 
York City and found what he termed the 
most “exciting city in the world.”

Because of the war, young Winston 
saw little of his father, so his parents’ 

divorce when he was 5 had little effect. 
He remained close to his father and had 
the advantage of not one, but two sets of 
attentive grandparents. The memories 
of Sir Winston present an inside look at 
a man who liked children. How many 
children can say that Britain’s prime 
minister, and one of the world’s most 
powerful men, took time to sit on the 
floor and play trains with a 4-year-old 
child? 

Although his name would open 
many doors, it also might have contrib-
uted to cruel treatment at Eton, where he 
was sent at 14. Be-
cause of his name 
and small stature, 
he received more 
than his fair share 
of canings. The 
younger Churchill 
shows no bitter-
ness over these 
beatings; rather, 
he sees them as a 
preparation for the 
trials later in life.

But he was 
happy to leave 
there to attend 
Oxford, where he 
became the cap-
tain of the Oxford 
ski team. When 
he applied to Ox-
ford, he planned 
to study philoso-
phy, politics, and 
economics, but the 
examiner judged that he was more 
suited to the study of modern history. 
The younger Churchill would learn that 
at Oxford, the study of modern history 
began in 55 B.C. and ended in 1914, 
when the British Empire along with 
history appeared to end. During this 
time, he also earned his pilot’s license, 
which his stepfather, who loved flying, 

encouraged.    
Being the grandson of a powerful 

world leader afforded the opportunity 
to meet a variety of politicians. His 
mother’s second marriage to Broadway 
producer Leland Haywood and his aunt, 
actress, Sarah Churchill, allowed him to 
meet numerous celebrities. Before the 
age of 26, he had met two U.S. presi-
dents, prime ministers and emperors 
from many countries, and dined with 
celebrities such as Greta Garbo, Aristotle 
Onassis, and Albert Schweitzer. 

His family and name opened many 
doors, but the younger Churchill did 
not simply wait for doors to open. He 
went to places where the doors could be 
opened. After graduating from Oxford 
in 1962, he earned a commercial pilot’s 
license and undertook a 20,000-mile trip 
around Africa. As he visits each country, 
Churchill relates the history and politics 
of each area.

Like his father and grandfather, 
the younger Churchill became a war 
correspondent and covered conflicts 
in seven countries, including Vietnam, 
where he received permission to fly with 
the U.S. Air Force on bombing runs. 
He also covered the Six Day War in the 
Middle East, where Israel defeated the 
Arab nations in record time. 

He and his father collaborated 
and wrote the book, The Six Day War, 
which is considered the ultimate his-
tory of the conflict. While the younger 
Churchill covered the war in Israel, his 
father covered the reaction and coverage 

of the war in Eng-
land. During this 
time, the younger 
Churchill had the 
great advantage to 
meet with Moshe 
Dayan and then 
Brig. Gen. Ariel 
Sharon.  

T h e  b o o k 
ends on a sad note 
with the death of 
his father. Ran-
dolph’s habit of 
smoking 80 to 100 
cigarettes a day 
caused his death at 
age 58. He was also 
a heavy drinker, 
which contrib-
uted  to  emo-
tional outbursts, 
b u t  C h u rc h i l l 
remained close 
to his father. He 

had lost both of his grandparents 
within the last three years, but it 
never occurred to him that his fa-
ther would die at such a young age. 

Unfortunately, his father and grand-
father did not live to see the younger 
Churchill become the youngest Conser-
vative MP ever elected to the British Par-
liament, where he served for 27 years.     CJ

Although his name 

would open many 

doors, it might also 

have contributed to 

cruel treatment at Eton, 

where he was sent 

at 14. Because of his 

name and small stat-

ure, he received more 

than his fair share of 

canings.
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Lunsford Lane: Entrepreneurial Pioneer Succeeded Despite Slavery

h e a d l i n e r  s e r i e s

(Phone 919-828-3876 for ticket information)

Noted Author, ColumNist, editor ANd

   PolitiCAl sCieNtist

disCusses “WhAt to exPeCt iN the 2006 
    eleCtioNs”
NooN, mArriott exeCutive PArk,
    ChArlotte

tuesdAy, mArCh 7, 2006

Michael barone

the JohN loCke FouNdAtioN’s 16th

     ANNiversAry BANquet

FeAtured sPeAker: WiNstoN ChurChill iii
     Author, JourNAlist, PArliAmeNtAriAN

6:30 P.m., mArriott CrABtree vAlley,
rAleigh

FridAy, FeBruAry 10, 2006

anniversary celebration

SHANAHAN LAW GROUP
207 Fayetteville Street Mall  • Raleigh, North Carolina 27601 

Phone: (919) 856-9494 • Fax: (919) 856-9499 

… to a Gunfight
When it comes to protecting your personal or business
interests, you need a law firm that is as tough as it is smart.
Committed to its clients, Shanahan Law Group provides
counsel that is creative, aggressive and results-oriented.
Shanahan Law Group — Ready to do battle for you.

Administrative, Regulatory and Licensing • Agriculture • Business 
Advice and Strategy • Civil and Complex Business Litigation
Construction • Contracts • Employment • Estate and Trust Litigation
Healthcare/Physician Practices • Wills, Estate Planning and Probate
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Don’t Bring a Knife 

Dr. Troy
Kickler

Biographers usually love or hate 
their subjects. So, I must admit 
before writing further that I ad-

mire Lunsford Lane.
During the antebellum era, aboli-

tionists also admired Lane. His accom-
plishments, they 
argued, proved 
that slavery, an 
institution pro-
tected by the 
g o v e r n m e n t , 
ignored the in-
dividual  and 
restricted eco-
nomic growth. 

Born a few 
miles from Ra-
leigh in 1803, 
Lane grew up a domestic slave. After 
he sold a basket of peaches, young 
Lunsford became obsessed with “plans 
for making money.” After fulfilling his 
requirements as a bondsman, Lane dur-
ing nights worked irregular jobs, such as 
chopping wood, for profit, so he could 
buy his freedom.  Meanwhile, he saved 
virtually all his earnings and developed 
the art of business negotiation.

With powers of invention and 
an entrepreneurial spirit that bondage 
could not suppress, Lane as a young man 
started selling tobacco. In his words, this 

is how the enterprise began: 
“My father suggested a mode of 

preparing smoking tobacco, different 
from any then or since employed. . . . I 
improved somewhat on his suggestion, 
and commenced the manufacture, doing 
as I said all my work in the night. . . . But 
the tobacco could not be smoked without 
a pipe, and as I had given the former 
[tobacco] a flavor peculiarly grateful, it 
occurred to me that I might so construct 
a pipe as to cool the smoke in passing 
through it, and thus meet the wishes of 
those who are more fond of smoke than 
heat. . . . These pipes I sold at ten cents 
apiece. In the early part of the night I 
would sell my tobacco and pipes, and 
manufacture them in the latter part. As 
the Legislature sit in Raleigh every year, 
I sold these articles considerably to its 
members, so that I became known not 
only in the city, but in many parts of the 
State, as a tobacconist.”  

 Never fearing competition, Lane 
eventually opened “a place of business” 
in Raleigh, and agents in Chapel Hill, 
Fayetteville, and Salisbury sold his to-
bacco, with the brand name “Edward 
and Lunsford Lane.” As a slave attend-
ing state legislators at parties, he sold 
much of his tobacco; he earned an extra 
buck helping inebriated lawmakers back 
to their rooms.  

When he married and begat chil-
dren, Lane experienced how slavery 
limited his roles as husband and father 
and restricted his entrepreneurship. 
Nevertheless, he eventually bought 
his freedom for $1,000 (approximately 
$18,000 today). However, circumstances 
dictated that Lane accompany a white 
acquaintance to the North so that he 
could be freed legally.

 In his autobiography, Lane equat-
ed the feeling of being freed to that of 
one having sins forgiven.  Returning 
home, Lane encountered disappointing 
realities.

Angry that a free black accumu-
lated significant capital, jealous whites 
creatively interpreted and selectively 
enforced a state statute that limited 
out-of-state free blacks’ visits to North 
Carolina to a maximum of 20 consecutive 
days. In 1841, North Carolina expelled 
this hard-working, native Tar Heel. In 
the North, Lane worked assiduously 
and penned his slave experiences to 
earn money to purchase his family’s 
freedom.  

In 1842, Lane returned to Ra-
leigh and received a most unfriendly 
welcome. He was arraigned on false 
charges. Fortunately, however, he was 
acquitted. Yet, a mob later tarred and 
feathered him. Only with the assistance 

of sympathetic whites — some who 
ironically participated in the tar and 
feathering — did Lane and his wife, 
six children, and mother escape on a 
Northbound train.

Despite continual setbacks and 
persistent discrimination, Lane, like 
most entrepreneurs, was influenced 
primarily by the prospects of a better to-
morrow and the belief that an individual 
could improve his circumstances. When 
it would have been understandable to 
abandon hope, Lane persevered.

So this February, also known as 
Black History Month, celebrate Lane’s 
entrepreneurship and dogged deter-
mination to make a profit so that his 
and his family’s future might improve. 
And wonder with me how much wealth 
Lane could have created had he been 
completely free to pursue it.

As part of UNC Library’s Docu-
menting the American South project, 
Lane’s narrative can be found online. 
See also William L. Andrews, ed., North 
Carolina Slave Narratives: The Lives of Mo-
ses Roper, Lunsford Lane, Moses Grandy, & 
Thomas H. Jones (Chapel Hill, 2003).  CJ

Troy Kickler is director of the North 
Carolina History Project. 
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Short Takes on Culture

Ouimet’s Story for Everyone
Source of most troubles

Carter: Religious Right Dangerous
• “The Greatest Game Ever Played”
Walt Disney Home Video (March)
Directed by Bill Paxton

Even if you have never hit a 
golf ball, you’ll want to see 
this movie.  It’s one of the best 

sports movies ever made.
The movie is about the victory 

of a young amateur golfer, Francis 
Ouimet from Brookline, Mass. in the 
1913 U.S. Open. As a youngster, Fran-
cis caddied at the ritzy course where 
the tournament was played.  With 
almost no coaching and despite the 
obstacle of his father’s opposition to 
golf (“Not a game for people like us”), 
Francis became a stellar player.  

He was offered the chance to 
compete in the qualifying round for 
the U.S. Amateur, but had to beg for 
the $50 entry fee from his hard-work-
ing immigrant father. The deal was 
that he had to promise to give up golf 
if he didn’t make the field. By a shot, 
he failed, and true to his word, gave 
up the game.

Shortly afterward he was ap-
proached by two members of The 
Country Club, who asked whether 
he would like to have the chance 
to compete in the Open. At first, he 
turned them down on the basis of 
his promise. 

But a day later, the lure of the 
game overcame him and he was 
included in the field — a field domi-
nated by the two leading golfers of 
the era, Britishers Harry Vardon and 
Ted Ray. At the end of 72 holes, the 
three of them were tied. In the 18-hole 
playoff, Ouimet prevailed by a shot 
over Vardon.

The filming is wonderful, right 
down to the hickory shafts and gutta 
percha balls. There’s a sometimes 
humorous, sometimes touching re-
lationship between Ouimet and his 
little caddy, a kid who plays hooky 
from fifth grade. And Ouimet’s re-
fusal to let class snobbery keep him 
from participating in the great meri-
tocracy of sport is deeply satisfying. 
A movie for everyone to enjoy! 

—  GEORGE LEEF

‘Capote’ intensely compelling

• “Capote” (2005)
Sony Home Video
Directed by Eric Till

Manipulation is such an ugly 
term. Seduction sounds so much 
better. Whatever you call it, Tru-
man Capote did it well. He used his 
Southern charm, New York celebrity, 
painful childhood, money, and the 
occasional lie to pull secrets from ev-

eryone connected to the 1959 murder 
of a family of four in Holcomb, Kan., 
for “In Cold Blood.”

Without devolving into camp, 
Phillip Seymour Hoffman portrays 
that combination of narcissism, em-
pathy, vulnerability, and arrogance 
common to genius, but which Capote 
possessed in abundance. His presence 
is always conspicuous, whether in 
New York or Kansas. Although he 
knows the book he is writing will 
change literature, Capote is left in 
limbo while the case makes its way 
through the appeals process. 

The progress of his friend 
Harper Lee’s To Kill a Mockingbird, 
from manuscript to novel to movie, 
helps mark time in the movie, and 
his adulation for her serves as a 
counterpoint to Capote’s desperate 
waiting. 

He finally gets the finale for his 
book when Perry Smith and Richard 
Hickock are executed with Capote in 
attendance, but he is unable to write 
another book after that.

“Capote” is a compelling movie 
about the demons unleashed by 
obsession. 

— JOSEPH COLETTI

‘Chris’ is funny, relevant

• “Everybody Hates Chris”
UPN Network
8 p.m. Thursdays 

Unlike most of his colleagues 
who gained their fame from “Satur-
day Night Live,” Chris Rock’s career 
didn’t really take off until after his 
tenure on the legendary sketch show. 
Instead, his reputation was built 
through his standup act, in which his 
pointed social commentary — spiced 
with his coarse language — has usu-
ally been spot-on, with the exception 
of his poor performance as host on last 
year’s Academy Awards show.

He roared back in the fall with  
the situation comedy based upon his 
childhood memories, “Everybody 
Hates Chris.” It’s not “Cosby” or 
“Family Ties” turned on its head, 
twisted, or bent out of shape. It is 
merely a poignant (yes, “poignant”) 
look at a rare intact family in Bedford-
Stuyvesant during the 1980s, where 
Mom and Dad strive within their 
circumstances to give their kids the 
best they can.

Rock’s observations, as in his 
standup show, hit the mark while 
regularly inducing the expected 
chuckles. Refreshingly, his mom and 
dad are the funniest part of the show 
without being depicted as dopes. 

— PAUL CHESSER    CJ

• Jimmy Carter: Our Endangered Val-
ues: America’s Moral Crisis; New York:  
Simon & Schuster; 213 pp; $25.00

By HAL YOUNG
Contributing Editor

RALEIGH

Former President Jimmy Carter will 
be remembered as the man who 
put “born again” on the political 

radar, who taught Sunday school even 
while president, and after leaving of-
fice, was often pictured, hammer in 
hand, building homes for the poor. In 
Our Endangered Values:  America’s Moral 
Crisis, though, this lifelong Baptist says 
he never intended to make an issue of 
his beliefs in the 1976 presidential race. 
More important, Carter believes he has 
found the source of nearly all our pres-
ent troubles — it’s the fundamentalists, 
especially Southern Baptists, and the 
neoconservatives they empower. 

From that opener, Carter lays out 
a largely negative book, which is like 
his administration — poorly informed, 
poorly advised, and often overtaken 
by events.

Carter has set out to interpret poli-
tics through a religious perspective, and 
he takes an entire chapter to outline his 
“traditional Christian faith.” The church 
life he describes is typical of millions 
of Southern Baptists, emphasizing per-
sonal faith in Christ, respect for the Bible, 
missionary work, and local charity. 

However, he says his faith was 
challenged by a series of events starting 
with his loss to segregationist Lester 
Maddox in a close 1966 gubernatorial 
race. On the advice of his sister, Ruth 
Stapleton of Fayetteville, Carter with-
drew from politics for a time, reflected on 
life, and worked as a domestic mission-
ary. When he returned, he gained first 
the governor’s seat, then the presidency, 
for a single term each.  

He also, apparently, came back 
with a newly leftward bent in his the-
ology. The balance of the book outlines 
his increasing dismay with the rise 
of theological conservatives in the 
Southern Baptist Convention (and his 
conflation of these with radical Islamic 
movements) and the influence of politi-
cal conservatives in American politics. In 
short, the values that are endangered are 
the liberal values, and the moral crisis 
at hand is the erosion of liberalism in 
church and state.

It is not surprising that Carter’s 
book, released in late 2005, has already 
been overtaken by events. For example, 
he writes that the president of the South-
ern Baptists told him, in the Oval Office, 
“We are praying, Mr. President, that you 
will abandon secular humanism as your 
religion.” The unidentified minister was 
Dr. Adrian Rogers, a respected conserva-
tive pastor, and Rogers publicly rebutted 

the story for years — as Carter repeat-
edly retold it. Rogers died in November, 
and the next month, The Florida Baptist 
Witness reported that Carter had already 
sent an apology to Rogers’ family and 
promised to correct the account in future 
editions of the book. Why did this ac-
count make it into print, then?

Throughout the book, there is a 
strange irony at work. While claiming 
that Christians who organize for politi-
cal efforts are perniciously entangling 
church and state, the government which 
Carter seeks is precisely that — one 
where the state becomes the source 
of comfort, support, wisdom, and be-
nevolence. 

He takes exceptional events from 
the Bible and makes them normative for 
American jurisprudence, while ignoring 
clear teaching in other New Testament 
passages. He notes that government 
agencies rush in to fill the church’s his-
toric charitable roles, but fails to see this 
is a result of overreaching statism, not a 
proof the state is better-suited.

The most moving part of the 
book is the description of the Carter 
Center’s Global 2000 program in Africa. 
With medicines donated by Pfizer and 
Merck and basic sanitation techniques, 
volunteers are rescuing villages ravaged 
by horrific parasitic diseases.  Though 
he gets full credit for this effort, Carter 
misses the key lesson for his book.  
While criticizing the ineffectiveness 
and misdirection of so much foreign aid 
— legitimate concerns — he fails to note 
that his successful project is privately 
funded, using donated materials and 
volunteer labor. 

It is helping individuals directly 
rather than working through their 
governments or ours. It is a model of 
charity fully compatible with historic 
Christian teaching. Many things in 
this book just aren’t.                        CJ
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Feminist Bemoans Feminism’s Ignoring of Militant Islam
• Phyllis Chesler: The Death of Femi-
nism: What’s Next in the Struggle for 
Women’s Freedom; Palgrave; 2005; 241 
pp.; $24.95 

By MAXMILIAN LONGLEY
Contributing Editor

DURHAM

Phyllis Chesler is a psychologist, a 
feminist author, and a supporter 
of Israel. She often finds herself 

working with right-wing supporters of 
President Bush’s war policies. Her latest 
book, The Death of Feminism, contains ve-
hement criticism of her fellow feminists 
for going AWOL in the struggle against 
Islamic militancy.

In accordance with the old feminist 
dictum that the personal is political, 
Chesler ties in her account of the op-
pression of women under Islam with an 
account of her own brief experience as 
the American bride of an Afghan man 
in early-1960s Kabul. As Chesler tells 
it, even living in the pre-Taliban world 
of urban Afghanistan, with a husband 
who wished to modernize his country, 
she was treated in an abominably sexist 
manner by her husband, in-laws, and 
community. 

 “The Islamic world I fled at the 
end of 1961 has, almost fifty years later, 
pursued me to my own shores,” Chesler 
says. Muslim immigrants in the West 
have imported their home countries’ 
oppressive practices against women, 
Chesler says, yet most Western feminists 
are hesitant to confront the growing 
danger.

Chesler gives numerous examples 
of American feminists eschewing soli-
darity with victims of radical Islam in 
favor of bashing the West and its allies. 
One example Chesler gives is the Pal-
estine Solidarity Movement conference 
conducted in 2004 on the campus of 

Duke University 
(or, as Chesler calls 
the institution, 
“Duke Univer-
sity in Raleigh-
Durham, North 
Carolina”). She 
accuses feminists 
who attended the 
conference of be-
ing “far more left-
ist than feminist.” 
Why, Chesler asks, 
didn’t these femi-
nists — many of 
whom were gay 
— protest what 
she claims is the 
Palestinian perse-
cution of gay peo-
ple in the territory 
they govern?

The Death of 
Feminism discusses many other ex-
amples of anti-woman oppression in 
the Islamic world, often recounted in 
wrenching first-person narratives from 
the victims. The worst example of op-
pression is “honor killing” — women 
getting killed by their fathers or brothers, 
or hiding from murderous male relatives 
because they allegedly stained the fam-
ily honor through immoral behavior, or 
through getting raped or molested. 

Chesler cites some less deadly 
manifestations of Muslim misogyny. 
Female genital mutilation is meant to 
prevent women from enjoying sex. There 
are forced marriages, wife-beatings, and 
sexual abuse. Islamic law, like Western 
law, allows husbands to unilaterally 
divorce their wives, but unlike Western 
law, a reciprocal privilege is not con-
ferred on wives against their husbands. 
Also differing from Western law is the 
ability of men to be married to several 

women simulta-
neously, instead 
of serially.

Chesler links 
all of these abuses 
to the Muslim 
faith. She shows 
how these prac-
tices are more 
common among 
Musl ims  than 
among Western-
ers, but it would 
have been more 
helpful if she had 
compared apples 
to apples: For ex-
ample, honor kill-
ings among Mus-
lim immigrants 
as compared to 
honor ki l l ings 
among non-Mus-

lim immigrants from the same countries. 
That would have helped show whether 
honor killing (for instance) is a specifi-
cally Muslim abuse or a crime stemming 
from nonreligious cultural factors in 
various countries. 

Chesler summarizes the findings 
of a book, still in manuscript form, to 
be called The Sheik’s New Clothes: The 
Psycho-analytic Roots of Islamic Suicide 
Terrorism. This book, for which Chesler 
is writing an introduction, traces Islamic 
terrorists’ behavior back to the patriar-
chal, polygamous, misogynistic family 
situations they allegedly encounter in 
childhood. 

According to the theory Chesler 
espouses, “Arab and Muslim boys” are 
pressured to “disassociate themselves 
from” their mothers “in spectacularly 
savage ways,” while “on a deep un-
conscious level, they may also wish to 
remain merged with the source of the 

contamination.” Oh, and “the Israeli 
Jews may actually function as substitutes 
or scapegoats for an even more primal 
hated/loved enemy: woman.”

This sort of self-parodying psy-
chobabble — terrorists killing people in 
order to resolve conflicted feelings about 
their mothers — has a serious purpose: 
It buttresses Chesler’s contention that 
fighting gender oppression in Muslim 
countries is necessary in order to make 
the West safer. As Muslim women get 
more rights, Chesler reckons, the family 
dysfunction associated with women’s 
oppression will be ameliorated, and 
Muslims will become more peaceful. 
Thus, Chesler is willing to take the 
heretical (for a feminist) position of 
supporting some of the United States’ 
military interventions in the Muslim 
world, hoping that these interventions 
will help promote women’s rights.

On the domestic front, Chesler 
says that the United States should slow 
the rate of Islamic immigration, so as to 
make it easier to assimilate the remain-
ing Muslim immigrants into American 
society. Honor killings, forced marriages, 
and female genital mutilation should be 
more forcefully prosecuted.

Readers shouldn’t judge this book 
by the title. The Death of Feminism doesn’t 
actually want to kill feminism, but to 
enlist it in America’s struggle against 
militant Islam. This would involve 
feminists becoming more comfortable 
with American foreign policy, which 
Chesler sees as an ally in her global 
social-engineering project. She calls for 
nothing less than a massive U. S. effort to 
improve the lives of women throughout 
the Muslim world. 

While Chesler raises vitally im-
portant issues, however, some of her 
more sweeping claims appear to be 
unsupported and speculative.            CJ



C A R O L I N A

JOURNAL2� Opinion 
February 2006

Commentary

Media, Heal Thyself!

Editorial

Pick Six and Win Easley’s Job

While Democrats (including Lt. 
Gov. Beverly Perdue and state 
Treasurer Richard Moore) and 

Republicans (such as state Sen. Fred 
Smith of Johnston County and U.S. Rep. 
Sue Myrick of Charlotte) weigh the pos-
sibility of running for governor in 2008, 
here are a half-dozen promises they can 
make that will surely win over voters:

• Finally end the “temporary” tax 
increases. Not long after taking office in 
2001, Gov. Mike Easley and legislative 
leaders implemented increases on retail 
sales and on higher-income earners. 
They said it wouldn’t last — two years, 
they promised — but they were wrong. 
Instead, they became addicted to the 
additional revenues, and have renewed 
the increases twice since. 

• Curb, if not stop altogether, cor-
porate welfare. Easley is not alone among 
the governors who have taken these 
payouts to private companies to absurd 
levels. But North Carolina’s governor 
finally did garner his own monument 
to excess with the $242 million Dell 
economic incentives deal.

Smart candidates will jump all over 
this and illustrate how small business-
men and consumers disproportionately 
subsidize government services for Dell 
(as well as other corporate beneficiaries 
from taxpayers), because they are carry-
ing a larger share of the tax burden. The 
unfairness is blatantly obvious.

• Criticize political boondoggles 
and demand ethical behavior. It begins 
with the nearly $30 million in legislative 
slush funds that Senate President Pro 
Tem Marc Basnight and former House 
Co-speakers Jim Black and Richard 
Morgan used to dole out pork-barrel 
favors for supporters of their political 
leadership. 

• Attack the illegal immigration 
problem. In 2008 this could be the No. 
1 issue again, as it was earlier this year 
before Hurricane Katrina and gasoline 
prices nudged it downward. Citizens 

were furious about a bill introduced in 
April that would have provided in-state 
tuition at North Carolina’s public univer-
sities for undocumented immigrants.

Two popular Democratic gover-
nors in border states, New Mexico’s 
Bill Richardson and Arizona’s Janet 
Napolitano, have declared states of 
emergency because of the influx of il-
legal immigrants. 

• Promise improvements to the 
roads. It shouldn’t take much effort to 
make this message resonate. Here’s a 
TV commercial that would be effec-
tive: Gubernatorial candidate enters 
North Carolina from Virginia in his 
SUV via Interstate 85. Camera stationed 
in passenger seat, stable as she goes, 
quakes violently upon its “ka-thump...
ka-thump...ka-thump...” entry into the 
Tar Heel state.

Question: Why is Virginia able to 
take care of its thoroughfares, but North 
Carolina can’t? Answer: Read the recent 
N&O series on poor enforcement of high-
way weight limits. Campaign on it.

• Advocate for a constitutional 
amendment prohibiting same-sex mar-
riage. In every state where this has been 
placed before voters it has passed over-
whelmingly. Homosexual nuptials have 
become a real threat to society’s core of 
stability, the family. Liberal courts are 
allowing it to march onward, and the 
only remedy is to halt it through states’ 
constitutions.

Why do most citizens see this 
trend, but North Carolina’s elected 
leaders cannot? The next round of 
gubernatorial candidates ought to be 
asking this question (Fred Smith already 
has been).

There they are: six sure-fire win-
ning positions on issues that should 
still be hot topics in three years. There’s 
no need to test them with the public 
— that’s already been done. Start 
writing the television and radio com-
mercials now.                                          CJ

I have to laugh every time I see 
in the media a new broadside 
fired at Wal-Mart for paying its 

workers “low” wages.  The Left, 
you see, has determined that Wal-
Mart epitomizes everything that’s 
bad about capitalism. Joined at the 
hip with the Left, the U.S. media 
has gleefully assumed the role of 
propagandist and en-
forcer for liberal causes.

A recent swipe at 
Wal-Mart appeared Nov. 
23 in The News & Observ-
er of Raleigh in a story 
“Who will welcome 
Wal-Mart?” The story 
reported the planned 
opening of a Wal-Mart 
Supercenter in southeast 
Raleigh. The reporters, 
of course, adorned their 
story with a feeble at-
tempt at objectivity: Some consum-
ers used as sources said they were 
glad to see Wal-Mart coming to 
their area. But consistent through 
the supposed news story was the 
trite and unnecessary political 
theme that retail giant Wal-Mart 
bullies its employees, forcing 
taxpayers to subsidize them with 
government services, such as food 
stamps and health care.

As long as the media feels 
it has a duty to protect the public 
from corporate “greed,” let’s be 
completely forthright here: The 
news industry, on average, pays its 
employees slave wages, compara-
tively much lower than Wal-Mart’s. 
As an editor-in-chief for more than 
15 years, I’ve seen the national and 
regional pay surveys conducted 
by journalistic organizations and 
implemented newsroom budgets 
as dictated by my corporate bosses.

Pay for journalists in the 
South ranks the lowest in the na-
tion, according to news-industry 
surveys. As an editor for small 
and mid-level daily newspapers, 
I sadly recall having to start some 
reporters straight out of college at 
wages as low as $250 a week, or 
$13,000 per year, as recently as four 
years ago. Adjusted for inflation 
of about 4 percent per year, the 
reporters’ pay now would start 
at about $293 per week, or about 
$15,210 per year. The pay at weekly 
newspapers, generally, is even 
lower. These wages are for college 
graduates, mind you.

Now, what does mean old 
Wal-Mart pay? On average about 
$21,000 per year. And these jobs do 
not require a college degree.

Granted, the average pay 
for the average reporter nation-
ally is higher. According to Salary.
com (recommended by a Poynter 
Institute fellow), today, at small 
and mid-size newspapers the me-
dian pay is about $25,000 per year 
— not much better than a Wal-Mart 
worker, considering the retail clerk 

didn’t invest four years 
of university study and 
tens of thousands of 
dollars in educational 
expenses.

Benefits for both 
workers are about the 
same. Hours worked 
by both workers are 
comparable. Wal-Mart 
employees at Super-
centers work all hours 
of the day, weekends 
and holidays, except 

Christmas. Reporters and editors 
work all hours of the day, week-
ends and holidays — including 
Christmas.

Most jobs in journalism 
across the nation are at small and 
medium-size newspapers — not 
at metros, where the pay is much 
better, but when compared to 
other industries still not up to par. 
Many young journalists suffer their 
low-paying jobs because they hope 
one day they will make it to the 
“big time.” Most don’t, move from 
newspaper to newspaper, or stay 
poor and bitter, or move into other 
careers—possibly into retail.

So, when playing the blame 
game, who’s fooling whom? How 
many journalists are taxpayers sub-
sidizing? Retail jobs aren’t known 
for bringing fame or fortune. 
Neither is journalism, although 
many in the media think they’ve 
achieved stardom because their 
names appear in print.

But at some point journal-
ists need to look into the mirror. 
They’re members of an industry 
that’s no better than Wal-Mart, 
perhaps worse in many respects. If 
they’re fortunate enough to work 
for a high-paying metro newspa-
per or network, then it’s time they 
start doing more for their suffering 
colleagues. Let’s see a few stories 
criticizing the lack of competition 
among the media and the poor 
treatment of its industry’s employ-
ees. Or let’s stop the hypocrisy, and 
leave Wal-Mart alone.                    CJ

Richard Wagner is editor of 
Carolina Journal.

Richard
Wagner
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A Cudgel for Country Music
Setting Our Top Priorities
Setting 10 or 15 ‘top’ priorities results in mediocre results for all

The Left’s Dismal Worldview
Statistics belie assertions of apocalyptic economic analysts

Governments at all levels seem to 
be filled with the kind of people 
who write up lengthy lists of 

“top priorities.” In other words, they 
don’t know how to set priorities.

For example, when asked what 
issues most need to be addressed to im-
prove the economic competitiveness of a 
region, they might begin their response 
with the obvious — raise the skill level 
of the workforce, improve transportation 
access, or reform the regulatory process 
— but then they hasten to remind us 
not to forget the economic-develop-
ment implications of bike paths, arts 
facilities, sports stadiums, and flashy 
advertising.

To resist setting priorities and stick-
ing to them is not a behavior unique to 
the public sector, of course. The differ-
ence is that in the private sector, in the 
competitive marketplace, a failure to 
set priorities often results in deleterious 
consequences. A company, spreading its 
capital across a range of investments, 
may lose out on the one big payoff its 
competitors receive. Or an employee 
who tries to do 10 things and produces 
mediocre results sees a colleague, who 
focused one big thing and got it done 
right, get a promotion.

If you ask the leaders of North 
Carolina’s largest and most influential 

businesses what the state’s priorities 
should be, you’ll get an earful. Or 
an eyeful, if you conduct your probe 
through mail surveys as the John Locke 
Foundation has now done in three of 
the past four years. Our latest statewide 
survey of more than 600 respondents, 
released in December, found once again 
that state and local taxes are the great-
est impediment to North Carolina’s 
economic competitiveness, according 
to these executives. 

Asked to rank 10 factors according 
to their importance in competitiveness, 
the respondents gave taxes an average 
ranking of 2.49, with the regulatory bur-
den (3.63), labor skills and availability 
(4), and the education system (4.16) 
filling out the top tier. 

Asked which single change in the 
tax code would best promote economic 
growth in North Carolina, 68 percent 
said across-the-board tax reductions 
while only 32 percent picked targeted 
tax incentives.

Judging by several years worth of 
survey data, the conclusion is obvious 
that many of North Carolina’s leading 
business executives do not think the 
economic future of the state is predi-
cated on setting 10 or 15 “top priorities.” 
They want policymakers to focus on tax, 
regulatory, and educational issues.      CJ

Are the vast number of Americans 
doing better or worse than they 
were a few years or a few de-

cades ago? Some left-leaning analysts 
are fond of using questionable statistics 
and apocalyptic rhetoric to assert a lack 
of economic progress.

One response to them is to ask 
Americans themselves whether they 
believe they are better off than their 
parents, and whether they expect their 
children to do better still. The avail-
able survey data allow little ambigu-
ity. Overwhelming majorities express 
optimism and satisfaction about their 
economic status and prospects. A 2003 
Gallup survey also found that 55 percent 
of Americans described themselves as 
“very happy” and another 40 percent 
as “fairly happy” — the highest levels 
of happiness that Gallup had ever re-
corded. In a different survey by Harris, 
57 percent said they were “very satis-
fied” with the ways things were going 
in their households. By comparison, 
only 21 percent of Europeans — mostly 
living under social-democracy regimes 
that American leftists envy — said they 
were “very satisfied.”

Perhaps certain confused, coddled 
academics would argue that this is sim-
ply evidence of false consciousness. And 

perhaps, one day, they will alight on 
Planet Earth and take a look around.

Another response to the proposi-
tion that economic mobility is atrophy-
ing is to look, as the Christian Science 
Monitor did recently, at household access 
to the finer things in life. Over the gen-
erations, Americans have experienced 
truly amazing improvements in their 
daily lives. In the 1950s, for example, 
the average house was, by today’s 
standards, cramped and primitive. Few 
had modern conveniences. Today, only 
a small percentage of dwellings lack 
air conditioners, color televisions, and 
washing machines.

And just since 1992, the Monitor 
reported, the share of households con-
taining stereos rose to 73 percent from 
57 percent. VCRs are as commonplace 
now as color TVs at 87 percent, up 
from 68 percent. And only 19 percent 
had computers in 1992, compared with 
nearly 60 percent in 2002.

Among those with incomes below 
the poverty line, 92 percent say they 
have enough food, 86 percent say they 
have no unmet medical needs, and 87 
percent say they have no unpaid rent 
or mortgage. That’s not possible in the 
oppressive, depressing society of the 
popular leftist imagination.          CJ

Talk about governments not 
being able to set priorities. 
Carolina Journal Executive Edi-

tor Don Carrington laid out in great 
detail in January’s edition the vari-
ous economic-development schemes 
under way in the northeastern corner 
of the state. The story is carefully 
researched and well worth 
an investment of your time 
if you haven’t already read 
it, but it focuses primarily 
on the conflicts of interest 
and murky finances of 
these questionable proj-
ects. There is another ques-
tion worth considering in 
greater detail: Why in the 
heck should the taxpayers 
of North Carolina be com-
pelled to invest in them?

Take the proposed 
Randy Parton Theater 
and Carolina Crossroads Music & 
Entertainment District, to be lo-
cated on a 750-acre site next to I-95 
in Halifax County. Randy, brother 
of the slightly-more-famous Dolly, 
is said to be moving his family 
from Tennessee to North Carolina 
to headline the facility, which will 
receive government largesse in 
the form of $2 
million in state 
grants for wa-
ter and sewer 
improvements, 
$3 million for 
associated road 
improvements, 
and $13 mil-
lion from local 
taxpayers to 
construct the 
venue. Other 
state money 
might flow to the project, as well, 
albeit indirectly.

To put it bluntly, the citizens 
of North Carolina did not form a 
government, draft and approve a 
constitution, and build a centuries-
old tradition of republican gover-
nance for the purpose of showcas-
ing country-music talent. If our 
government is to be in the music 
business, it is difficult to imagine a 
business the government could not 
enter. Remember that government 
is not a debating society, it is not 
an investment club, and it is not a 
membership organization like the 
Rotary Club or the Knights of Co-
lumbus. It is a coercive institution, 
based on using or threatening to 
use physical force to compel people 
to participate in certain, limited 
public activities.

If you would have moral 

qualms about waving a cudgel and 
demanding that your neighbor 
give you money, you should have 
similar moral qualms about asking 
government officials to wave the 
cudgel instead. The only difference 
is the number of people wielding 
clubs or voting for others to wield 

clubs on their behalf. 
Thus, the appropriate test 
is whether you would 
ever feel comfortable 
threatening folks with a 
blunt instrument unless 
they paid for a part of 
your ticket to the Randy 
Parton concert.

In my case, it is 
likely that I would attend 
a Randy Parton concert 
only at the behest of said 
cudgel. It’s just not my 
thing. In a free society, 

we get to have different “things.” 
Diverse tastes in music, art, culture, 
and recreation shouldn’t be a prob-
lem because individuals can satisfy 
their tastes through voluntary 
means, by deciding to patronize or 
not patronize a particular establish-
ment.

There is no crying market 
need out 
there for a 
government-
subsidized 
venue for 
country music, 
anyway. The 
beautiful city 
of Asheville, 
N.C, is soon 
to be home 
to the Caro-
lina Country 
Theater. Built 

entirely with private funds, the 
facility will host not only country-
music productions but also a vari-
ety of other concerts. “We are going 
to bring Nashville to Asheville,” 
said the entrepreneur involved.

Government has a role to play 
in economic development, but only 
indirectly. If it performs its appoint-
ed tasks properly, its community 
will become an attractive place to 
live, work, and invest. It may even 
become an attractive place to show-
case country music — just not on 
the taxpayers’ dime.                      CJ

John Hood is president of the 
John Locke Foundation and the author 
of Selling the Dream: Why Adver-
tising is Good Business, just out 
from Praeger. Contact him at jhood@
johnlocke.org.

There is no crying mar-
ket need out there for a 
government-subsidized 
venue for country 
music.
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Editorial Briefs

Putting a Crystal Ball to the Job Market

Michael
Walden

A few weeks ago economists and other 
trackers of the economy received an early 
Christmas present. Business forecasters at 

the federal government released their job projec-
tions for the next decade. But are these job forecasts, 
wrapped as a present, a diamond ring or a lump of 
coal?

To answer this question, let’s look 
at the type of companies offering the jobs 
— economists call this the industry job 
outlook. Here, one trend is evident. The 
shift away from manufacturing employ-
ment to service jobs will continue. Em-
ployment in factories is expected to drop 
by 5 percent in the next 10 years. 

However, employment in North 
Carolina’s traditional manufacturing in-
dustries of textiles, apparel, tobacco, and 
furniture is projected to continue drop-
ping at the rate of the last decade. If the 
government’s forecasts are accurate, North Caroli-
na’s employment in these sectors will be down to 
100,000 in 2014, compared to 160,000 today.

Prospects are mixed for North Carolina’s new 
manufacturing industries. The number of jobs in 
pharmaceutical firms, transportation-parts facto-
ries, and food-processing industries is expected to 
increase, but technology and communication equip-
ment manufacturing jobs will continue to slide, 
according to the government’s crystal ball.

Yet there is some good news in the forecasts 
for manufacturing. Even though the number of fac-
tory jobs will fall, factory output will rise. Produc-
tion in all of North Carolina’s “new” manufactur-
ing industries — pharmaceuticals, technology and 
communications, transportation parts, and food 
processing — as well as in furniture and selected 
textile products, is expected to increase. Factories 
will be able to make more with fewer workers by 
improving the technology and equipment on the 
factory floor.

But the big employment opportunities will 
clearly be in the service sector, in industries such as 
professional services, education, health care, and 

entertainment. Does this mean that future workers 
are doomed to lower salaries? Not at all! In today’s 
economy, it’s a worker’s occupation — that is, what 
a worker actually does — rather than the industry 
in which the worker is employed, that is the biggest 
determinant of pay.

By slicing the employment pie by occupation, 
there’s some fairly good news in the 
government’s job forecasts. The fastest-
growing occupations will be in profes-
sional jobs, in fields such as health care, 
education, the sciences and engineering, 
and computer design and programming. 
The number of positions in professional 
occupations is expected to increase by 
more than 21 percent in the next decade, 
significantly faster than the 13 percent 
rise in total jobs. Professional occupa-
tions pay the highest salaries, but they 
also require the most education.

 This is not to imply there won’t be many 
lower-paying jobs in the future — there certainly 
will be. The second-fastest growing occupational 
group over the next decade will be lower-paying 
jobs in food services, health-care support, building 
and grounds maintenance, and security.   

In fact, of the top four occupational groups 
with the greatest number of projected new jobs, the 
government forecasts an almost exact 50/50 split 
between high-paying and low-paying positions.

So the message from the government’s new 
jobs outlook is clear. Job growth in the next 10 years 
will continue at about the same pace as in the last 
decade. The new jobs will be fairly equally split be-
tween the upper pay scale and lower pay scale. To 
be in the better-paying positions, workers will need 
more education, more training, and more market-
able skills. So is this outlook a diamond or a lump 
of coal? Maybe a brass key is a better fit.             CJ

Michael L. Walden is a William Neal Reynolds dis-
tinguished professor at North Carolina State University 
and an adjunct scholar of the John Locke Foundation.

Forests paying the price for biofuels

The drive for  “green energy” in the devel-
oped world is having the perverse effect of encour-
aging the destruction of tropical rainforests. 

From the orangutan reserves of Borneo to the 
Brazilian Amazon, virgin forest is being razed to 
grow palm oil and soybeans to fuel cars and power 
stations in Europe and North America. Surging 
prices are likely to accelerate the destruction, au-
thor Fred Pearce says in the New Scientist.

The rush to make energy from vegetable 
oils is being driven in part by European Union 
laws requiring conventional fuels to be blended 
with biofuels and by subsidies equivalent to 20 
pence a liter.

Rising demand for green energy has led to a 
surge in the international price of palm oil, with 
potentially damaging consequences. 

“The expansion of palm oil production is 
one of the leading causes of rainforest destruction 
in south-east Asia. It is one of the most environ-
mentally damaging commodities on the planet,” 
says Simon Counsell, director of the UK-based 
Rainforest Foundation. “Once again it appears we 
are trying to solve our environmental problems by 
dumping them in developing countries, where they 
have devastating effects on local people.”

Until recently, Europe’s small market in 
biofuels was dominated by home-grown canola 
oil. But surging demand from the food market 
has raised the price of canola oil. This has led 
fuel manufacturers to opt for palm and soy oil 
instead. 

Deer population uncontrolled

Unchecked by predators, deer populations 
are exploding in a way that is profoundly unnatural 
and that is destroying the ecosystem in many parts 
of the country. According to Nicholas D. Kristof of 
The New York Times, we should bring back hunting 
and re-establish a balance in the natural world. 

In a wilderness area, there might be 10 deer 
per square mile, but in parts of New Jersey, there 
are up to 200 per square mile.

 More Americans are killed by deer each 
year than by any other large American mammal, 
including bears, cougars, and wolves. A study for 
the insurance industry estimated that deer kill 150 
people a year in car crashes nationwide and cause 
$1 billion in damage.  

Agreeing on a solution for controlling deer 
populations and protecting humans has proven 
difficult. These days, among the university-edu-
cated crowd in the cities, hunting is viewed as 
barbaric.

This is ridiculous, Kristof says. We have an 
environmental imbalance caused in part by the 
decline of hunting. Humans first largely wiped 
out deer’s natural predators, such as wolves and 
cougars, but have become increasingly unwilling 
to act as predators to sustain a rough ecological 
balance. 

The humane and green solution, Kristof says, 
is to encourage hunting, and many environmen-
talists agree. Deer are not pets, and many find 
hunting them is preferable to letting deer die of 
hunger and disease. Hunting also connects people 
with the outdoors and creates a broader constitu-
ency for wilderness preservation.                          CJ
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Editorial Mangled Market Price-Setting Mechanics

An Erudite and Eloquent Reagan Goes Against Media Portrayal

Letters
to the
Editor

During Ronald Reagan’s cam-
paign of 1980 one felt part of a 
movement or revolution that 

was going to change not only the na-
tion but perhaps the world.

Then-California-Gov. Reagan’s 
vision was clear 
and concise and 
left little room for 
doubt:  

America 
must shrink the 
federal govern-
ment, reduce regu-
lations on busi-
ness, and cut taxes 
for all Americans.

In other 
words, Reagan 
instinctively knew 
that, given the tools, American entre-
preneurs  would lead the country back 
to prosperity and out of double-digit 
inflation and double-digit interest 
rates.

Reagan’s economic policies 
pulled America out of Jimmy Carter’s 
“malaise” and on the road to prosper-
ity.

Reagan also understood that 
communism’s worldwide influence 
would not long endure and that end-
ing the Cold War was imperative.

What is not commonly known is 
that Reagan, throughout his life, was 
a prolific writer. Reagan wrote short 

fiction, poetry, numerous important 
letters, sports stories, newspaper ar-
ticles and radio commentary on pub-
lic-policy issues, and on foreign and 
domestic themes. Most of Reagan’s 
original writings were done before his 
presidency.

Contrary to the opinion pro-
mulgated by the elite media critics, 
Reagan’s mind was constantly at 
work. He was well-read and an exten-
sive researcher on the complex foreign 
and domestic issues of his time. 
Reagan’s writings show that he had 
given great thought and consideration 
to almost every major policy issue that 
he would confront when he became 
president.

One of the defining moments 
of the Reagan presidency was the air 
traffic controllers strike. When Presi-
dent Reagan fired the striking control-
lers, some pundits and politicians crit-
icized Reagan as a mere opportunist 
taking advantage of events to cripple 
organized labor. Had they done their 
research, they would have found what 
he had written in the 1970s and would 
have known he was opposed to pub-
lic-sector union strikes.

If you read Reagan in His Own 
Hand, edited by Martin Anderson and 
others, you will find numerous exam-
ples of Reagan’s writings and beliefs. 
Reagan wrote the drafts of his radio 
broadcasts and speeches in long hand. 

More than 30 percent of his handwrit-
ten drafts of his radio broadcasts were 
about defense issues or foreign policy, 
the editors say.

One constant in Reagan’s 
broadcasts was his concern about 
the Cold War. It is through this lens 
that he studied and formed opinions 
on most defense and foreign-policy 
issues. In his radio broadcasts he 
analyzes the sources and symptoms 
of the Cold War and he criticizes the 
foreign policy of both the Ford and 
Carter administrations. According to 
Reagan’s thinking, the over-riding 
goal of the United States’ Cold War 
doctrine should be to hasten the end 
of communism. Reagan wrote that 
he believed communism would fail 
because “it lays its own groundwork 
for destruction.” He intuitively under-
stood that those in captivity will seek 
freedom.

Reagan’s goal was to transform 
the Soviet political system to one that 
was representative of its people and 
allowed freedom. Reagan concluded 
that if those goals were achieved the 
result would be the end of the Cold 
War and the repudiation of commu-
nism as a bankrupt philosophy.

In examining Reagan’s writ-
ings, one finds he believed that in 
order to hasten the end of the Cold 
War an analyst must distinguish the 
symptoms of the Cold War from its 

sources. It was his view that arms-con-
trol negotiations would neither end 
the protracted conflict nor enhance 
bilateral relations. The only reason, he 
writes, to sign an arms control treaty 
is to enhance the security interests of 
the United States.

Even then, Reagan cautioned 
we must be ever vigilant because 
the causes of the Cold War — the 
internal and external policies of the 
Soviet Union — still remain. Reagan 
understood the stakes of winning the 
Cold War, and he believed that we 
must have leaders who explained the 
requirements of victory to Americans.

Reagan abhorred appeasement 
and championed peace through 
strength.

To help bring the downfall of the 
“Evil Empire” Reagan concluded that 
America must be economically and 
militarily superior to the Soviet Union. 
That’s why he championed across-the-
board tax cuts and an unprecedented 
military buildup.

What followed was the resur-
gence of the American spirit and the 
spread of democracy throughout the 
world.                                                  CJ

Marc Rotterman is a senior fellow at 
the John Locke Foundation and treasurer 
of the American Conservative Union.

Marc
Rotterman

To the editor,

I was very amused by the edito-
rial in your December issue headlined 
“Congress Should Take Econ 101.” I took 
Econ 101 as a freshman at Harvard many 
years ago, and the 
best I got out of it 
was motivation to 
shift to a career in 
science and tech-
nology.

Your edito-
rialist was cer-
tainly correct to 
remonstrate with 
the “loudmouths” 
in Congress who seldom understand 
anything above high-school level; but 
this is the politics of capitalistic democ-
racy. On the other hand, it would take 
more than Econ 101 to straighten out 
whoever wrote this piece on the real 
mechanics of price setting in the current 
marketplace.

“Prices are set in the market by 
supply and demand. Profits are the 
by-product of this process.” “Supply” 
and “demand” are simple terms for 
complicated concepts that can rarely, if 
ever, be seen to operate in the simple-
minded way described. In the case 

of a monopoly, the production level 
and price for maximum profits can be 
determined by trial and error, but the 
minute a competitor enters the scene, 
the situation changes greatly with new 
concepts like “market share” entering 
the calculation, bringing with them the 
often subjective judgments of manage-
ment. I am reminded of the vast increase 
in complexity, and therefore difficulty 
of solvability, in the physics problem of 
multiple-object interactions compared 
to a two-body reaction.

In the end, some person or persons 
must decide what the price of a product 
will be. In the gasoline price setting, 
several levels are involved further 
complicating the process. At each level, 
well production, refinery, wholesale, and 
retail, etc., some human being(s) must 
issue a pricelist. To say that profit is not 
a prime factor in this process but just 
something that comes out of the process 
is naïve. It would have been more believ-
able to say that in the capitalist system 
maximizing profit is the overweening 
criteria in setting prices. Accusing the 
“loudmouths” of anti-capitalism would 
make more sense than denouncing their 
socialism in economics.

The editorial was considerably 
weakened in the last two paragraphs 

suggesting, “higher prices in recent 
weeks have played an important social 
function,” implying that the “social func-
tion” may have had a role in the price 
setting. This may have been meant to 
further calumniate the loudmouths, but 
would have been out of character for the 
price setters and certainly inconsistent 
with the “supply and demand” philoso-
phy of the editorialist. As a fortuitous 
happening, it would have no significance 
in the premise of the editorial.

Robert A. Hawkins
New Bern, N.C.

Seniors have health-care choices

To the editor,

Everywhere seniors turn, they find 
newspapers and airwaves filled with 
warnings that the new Medicare drug 
benefit is overwhelmingly confusing  
— certainly discouraging words for 
seniors who both want and need this 
new benefit. 

But seniors should not give up.  
One reason they are confused is because 
they have more and better choices than 
anyone anticipated when the drug ben-
efit was being crafted by Congress.  

For example, one prescription drug 
plan costs as little as $1.87 a month in 
premiums.  Others eliminate the $250 
deductible before coverage kicks in so 
seniors get first-dollar coverage.  And 
still others are providing drug coverage 
in the dreaded “doughnut hole” — the 
gap in the standard plan where insur-
ance coverage is interrupted between 
low and high drug expenses.

The trade-off for seniors in hav-
ing choices of drug benefits is...having 
to make choices.  It could have been 
simple: The government could have 
told seniors what they would pay and 
which drugs they would get — maybe 
their drugs would be on the drug list, 
and maybe not. But as it is, the choices 
available require them to pick the plan 
that is best for them.

In all parts of life, choice can be 
confusing.  But all of the drug plans in 
the mix are approved by the Medicare 
agency to provide coverage at least as 
good as that specified by Congress.  
And if seniors don’t like the plan they 
selected, they can switch again next 
November. 

Grace-Marie Turner
The Galen Institute

Alexandria, Va.
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‘Happy Trails’ Tour Shows Where Highway Money Goes (a CJ parody)
By MICHAEL DECKER
Tourism Correspondent

RALEIGH

The N.C. Division of Travel and 
Tourism in late January created 
an agency that officials hope will 

answer outcries from motorists that the 
state’s gasoline taxes are too high.  

“We want to help people drive 
around the state and see projects that 
were made available by diverting money 
that was originally intended to build and 
maintain North Carolina’s  crumbling 
highway system,” the division’s execu-
tive director, Lynn Minges, said of the 
new N.C. Fiscal Tourism Office.  

Motorists can call the Fiscal Tour-
ism Office and its staff will design a 
customized “Happy Trails” package 
for vacationers. “There are hundreds 
of state-funded projects to choose from. 
We know there is not enough time to see 
them all in one vacation.”

Minges cited the following sample 
trip for a family from Raleigh; she said 
that it would be perfect for a long week-
end, but she suggested that people wait 
until early 2007, when all the facilities 
are completed:

• Stop 1 — Your first destination 
is the Global TransPark in Kinston. Even 
though the project has not quite worked 

out as planned, 
the $1.6 million 
a n n u a l  s t a t e 
subsidy keeps 
the dream alive. 
There is not much 
air traffic to see, 
but for a small 
fee you can go 
on a supervised 
runway walk.

• S t o p 
2 — Next you 
will travel east 
to Washington, 
where you can 
see $100,000 of 
state-funded improvements to Beebe 
Park, a place for family, community, and 
civic events. The Fiscal Tourism Office 
is still waiting for information about the 
park, but the name was a favorite with 
the staff.

• Stop 3 — On to the northeastern 
town of Columbia to visit the new Poco-
sin Arts Education Center, made possible 
by a $1 million state grant. A yearlong 
exhibit will feature finger painting by 
Tyrrell County second-graders.

• Stop 4 – Back to the west you will 
visit the site of a new 400-stall equestrian 
center in Rockingham County. A $1 mil-

lion state subsidy was necessary to get 
this project off the ground. Bring your 
own horses.

• Stop 5 — You will then move 
south to visit the Atlantic Coast Confer-
ence Hall of Champions in Greensboro. 
Launched with a $2 million state grant, 
this is a must-see attraction, even if you 
don’t like sports.

• Stop 6 — Next, you will head 
to the mountains to tour the new Tea-
pot Museum in Sparta supported by 
a $400,000 grant from state taxpayers. 
Experts say Kitchen Stuff Tourism will 
eventually be North Carolina’s largest 
industry.

• Stop 7 — Keep heading west 
to tour the new Madison County Fair-
grounds, made possible in part by a 
$10,000 state grant. Try to time your 
entire trip so that you actually arrive 
during the county fair, otherwise you 
may be disappointed.

• Stop 8 — Off to Charlotte to 
see the African American Museum of 
Sports, a unique tourism attraction 
made possible by a $100,000 gift from 
state taxpayers. People of all races will 
be welcome, but don’t expect too much 
diversity in the exhibit hall.

• Stop 9 — You are on the home 
stretch now as you arrive in Louisburg. 
Take a ride on the town’s newly com-
pleted Bunn Road-to-Depot Hill bicycle 
path, made possible by a $50,000 state 
grant. Bring your own bicycle.

• Stop 10 — You are home now, 
but you still must visit the Exploris Mu-
seum in Raleigh that received $100,000 
for new exhibits and operating expenses. 
There may not actually be any new 
exhibits, but feel free to observe the 
operation expenses being consumed. Be 
sure to bring some cash because there is 
a charge to tour this private museum.

Bon voyage. Be sure to save some 
money from your “Happy Trails” ex-
cursion to have your car repaired.      CJ

The Exploris Museum in Raleigh is Stop 10 on the “Happy Trails” 
tour of facilities built with Highway Trust Fund money

We Have North Carolina Talking!
   Every week, hundreds of thousands of North 
Carolinians watch NC SPIN for a full, all-points 
discussion of issues important to the state.  Poli-
tics • Schools • Growth • Taxes • Health Trans-
portation • Businesss • The Environment

   A recent poll showed 48% of North Carolina 
‘influentials’ — including elected officials, lobby-
ists, journalists, and business leaders — watch 
NC SPIN, with 24% saying they watched the 
show ‘nearly every week.’ Thousands of North 
Carolinians also visit NCSPIN.com and get the 
latest political news, rumors, and gossip from its 
weekly newsletter “Spin Cycle.”
   

   NC SPIN has been called ‘the most intelligent 
half-hour on North Carolina TV’ and is consid-
ered required viewing for those who play the 
political game in the Tar Heel State — whether 
they are in government, cover government, 
want to be in government, or want to have the 
ear of those in government.

   If your company, trade association, or group 
has a message you want political or business 
leaders to hear, NC SPIN’s statewide TV and 
radio networks are the place for you to be!  
Call Carolina Broadcasting (919-832-1416) for 
advertising information about TV or radio.

WLOS-TV  ABC Asheville   
WWWB-TV  WB�� Charlotte 
WJZY-TV  UPN�� Charlotte
WHIG-TV  Indep. Rocky Mount   
WRAZ-TV  FOX�0 Raleigh-Durham
WRAL-TV  CBS Raleigh-Durham
WILM-TV  CBS Wilmington
WFMY-TV  CBS Greensboro
WRXO-TV  Independent Roxboro
WITN-TV NBC Washington-New Bern
Cable-7  Independent Greenville  

Mountain News Network  
        (WLNN Boone, WTBL Lenoir)

Sundays 6am
Sundays 11pm
Sundays 6:30am
Sundays 10am, 2pm
Sundays 8:30am
Sundays 6:30am
Sundays 5:30am
Sundays 6:30am
Saturdays 6pm
Mondays 12:30am
Mondays 6pm
Tuesdays 6:30pm
Saturdays 9pm
Sundays 9am
Mondays 5:30pm
Tuesdays, 12:30pm

THE NC SPIN TELEVISION NETWORK (Partial)


